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Preface 


The present Indian constitution is not suited for a multi-cultural, multi-lingual, multi- 
ethnic country like India. It is creating disgruntlement, unrest and unhappiness amongst 
many non-Hindi peoples of India. We need a totally revised Indian constitution in order 
to keep all these distinct and different cultural, lingual, ethnic peoples together as a single 
country. The new constitution should create a Federation of Autonomous States. 


Creation of the new constitution for the new equitable Modern India should not be a 
hundred-year project. It should be a maximum five-year project. We know that Hindi 
politicians would oppose it but willing state governments, non-Hindi politicians from all 
political parties, social reformers, academics, students, workers and trade unions should 
join hands in creating the Federation of Autonomous States. 
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1. 
Is India Really a Democracy? 


Thanjai Nalankilli 


[First Published: April 2005; Updated: November 2019] 


International community often refers to India as the most populous democracy in the 
world. Is India really a democracy? Answer depends on the definition of "democracy". If 
democracy is narrowly defined as "one-adult-one-vote and party getting the most votes 
rules the country", then surely India is a democracy. Indian elections are mostly fair and 
honest. 


Such narrowly defined democracy might result in a just and equitable rule for all citizens 
if the country is ethnically and linguistically homogeneous. But in a multi-ethnic, multi- 
linguistic, multi-national country like India, such a narrowly constructed democracy 
could mean discrimination and even oppression of minorities. This is, in fact, the case 
with India. An equitable democracy in a multi-ethnic, multi-linguistic, multi-national 
country should include maximum autonomy to each region and a loose federal 
government with powers limited to the areas of defense and foreign affairs only. Without 
such a governmental structure, discrimination and even oppression of minorities could 
happen. In fact, that is the situation in India today. This situation has lead to non-violent 
agitations initially and then armed uprisings in some regions of the Indian Union. Not 
only the armed uprisings but even nonviolent agitations are put down with brutal force in 
India. Can this be called a successful democracy? 


Such frustrations of the "limits of democracy" for minority nationalities are felt in 
Assam, Manipur, Mizoram, Nagaland, Punjab, Tamil Nadu, Tripura, etc. US 
Congressman Honorable Mr. Edolphus Towns stated the situation in India very correctly 
when he said, 


"India is a country made of many nations. ... While it maintains a democratic form of 
government, the principles of democracy do not seem to apply where the minority nations 
are concerned." (Statement on the floor of United States Congress on October 2, 1998 
[Reference: Congressional Record, Page: E1878]). 


Leaders of the Congress Party, which spearheaded the independence movement against 
British rule, understood the need for a federal structure of government for the multi- 
ethnic, multi-linguistic, multi-national India. During the independence movement, before 
the British left, senior Congress leaders promised a federal structure with substantial 
autonomy to regions (states). By the time British rule ended and the Indian constitution 
was being written, the Congress Party, which was dominated by politicians from Hindi 
regions and regions close by, changed the tune. Substantial powers were vested to the 
central government (union government) and only limited powers were allocated to state 
governments. Aladi Aruna, a veteran parliamentarian, discusses the "un-federal features 
of the Indian constitution" in Reference 1. 


Though no single ethnic, linguistic or national group command majority in the Indian 
parliament, Hindi speakers and those with close affinity to Hindi culturally and 
geographically come close to a majority (over 40%) and are able to dominate the 
parliament with the help of some politicians from other regions. Those who align with the 
Hindi region politicians change from time to time but Hindi region politicians effectively 
dominate the central government. This is evident from the many laws and practices that 
favor Hindi regions in fiscal grants as well as in cultural and linguistic domination 
through various government mechanisms including central government job 
examinations, central government sanctioned schools, radio and television. [Reference 2] 


Economic discrimination and cultural-linguistic domination of the Hindi region over 
minority peoples lead to demands for independence or autonomy or devolution of power. 
People from many minority regions expressed their desire through non-violent protests. 
Minority regions of Assam, Manipur, Punjab, Tamil Nadu and Tripura could relate how 
such nonviolent protests were crushed brutally with much loss of civilian lives. This 
writer could give an account of how the unarmed, nonviolent Tamil Nadu students' 
agitation against making Hindi the official language of India was put down brutally in 
1965. Unable to put down the mass protests with local police or even with police and 
paramilitary forces brought in from other states, army was rushed to the state. 
Demonstrators were shot with live bullets in several towns all across Tamil Nadu State, 
killing at least 63 people during the three weeks of the agitation. There was no judicial 
inquiry about the shootings. This writer could not think of a single democratic 
government that would not immediately order an independent judicial inquiry after such 
widespread shootings and deaths. Is India really a democracy or the concept of 
democracy does not apply to minorities? 


Other minority regions of Assam, Manipur, Punjab and Tripura could relate such 
shootings too to put down nonviolent protests. Indian Government's strategy seems to be 
to crush nonviolent mass protests of minority nationalities using maximum force so that 
such protests would not happen again and mar its image as a successful democracy. 
When mass nonviolent protests have to be put down by calling in the army (because local 
police could not or would not do it) in so many geographically diverse regions, is it really 
a successful democracy in a true sense? 


Cowed down by brute force, the general population of each minority nationality resigns 
to their second-class citizenship status and become the "silent majority" in that region. 
But a "violent minority" in each of these regions (for example, northeastern states and 
Punjab) took to arms and wage insurgent warfare. To put down this challenge, the Indian 
Government resorts to even more brutal measures and tens of thousands of innocent 
civilians are killed. It is reported that 40,000 civilians have been killed in the Northeast 
(Assam, Meghalaya, Tripura, Arunachal Pradesh, Mizoram, Manipur, and Nagaland) 
between 1979 and 2019 [Reference 3], and 12,000 civilians killed in Punjab between 
1979 and 2017 [Reference 4]. These numbers are civilians killed and do not include 
Indian soldiers and armed insurgents. Why does a "democracy" have so many 
insurgencies, all of them in the non-Hindi regions? Why so many civilians have to be 


killed in order to keep them in the "Indian Union"? Is there something fundamentally 
wrong with how "democracy" is implemented or exercised in the multi-ethnic, multi- 
linguistic, multi-national Indian Union? 


The "silent majority" among each of the minority nationalities may not agree with the 
methods used by the "violent minority" insurgents (or "freedom fighters") but they surely 
agree with them on the economic discrimination and cultural-linguistic domination of 
Hindi regions and the need to put an end to them. Hindi dominated Indian Government's 
attitude is not to set up a truly federal structure of government and devolve more power to 
the states but to centralize power more and more. The union government moved 
education from exclusive state jurisdiction to dual (central government and state 
government) jurisdiction; in case of disagreement, Indian government decisions 
supercede state decisions. Appointments of senior state police officers, tourism, sports 
and cinema are some of the other areas the union government has brought under dual 
jurisdiction or plan to bring under dual jurisdiction. While the plea of the minority 
nationalities are to devolve more power so that they may run their own affairs, Hindi 
dominated Indian Government is moving the other way, consolidating more and more 
power into its hands. Can a central or union government that does not listen to the 
grievances of minority nationalities, some of which number into tens of millions of 
people with economies bigger than half the member countries of the United Nations, be 
called a democracy? It may be a beneficial democracy to the dominant ethnic 
community of Hindi speakers and those closely linked to them culturally and 
geographically, but it surely is a "discriminatory democracy" to the other minority 
nationalities. 
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ABBREVIATIONS 


IAS - Indian Administrative Service 
INC - Indian National Congress 

IPS - Indian Police Service 

SRC - States Reorganization Committee 


1. Introduction 


Indian National Congress (Congress Party) led the movement against British rule. It was 
formed in northern India and many in the upper leadership positions were north Indians. 
In order to form an united front of people from all regions of South Asia, the Indian 
National Congress (INC) made some important promises to allay any fear that North 
Indians would dominate the post-British government. This worked and people from all 
regions unitedly demanded the end of British rule. Once the British government decided 
to leave South Asia, tone of the Congress Party leadership, dominated by Hindi-belt 
politicians, changed and the promises were reneged. We discuss here two such reneged 
promises. 


2. Broken Promise 1: Linguistic States 


Congress Party of India that spearheaded the independence movement during the British 
rule promised to create linguistic states where state languages will be used in every 
sphere of life. As independence neared and arrived, the same Congress leaders tried to 
back off from the creation of linguistic states. Only after mass protests, arrests and some 
deaths in some regions did India create linguistic states. Even after the reluctant creation 
of linguistic states, Indian government is doing everything to sabotage the very 
purpose of linguistic states. It requires state governments to appoint a large percentage 
of senior administrative and police officials (IAS and IPS officers) from other states. 
These officers do not know the state language; the minimal training they get in state 


languages is not enough to do state government duties in the state language. Thus the 
very purpose of linguistic states is sabotaged. 


Well before the end of British rule, the 1928 Nehru Committee stated that India would be 
reorganized on the basis of languages into linguistic states (Motilal Nehru, chairman and 
Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru, secretary). Congress Party accepted this recommendation. But, 
once the British left and Congress Party (Indian National Congress) came to power with 
Jawaharlal Nehru as Prime Minister, the Indian government tried its best not to form 
linguistic states. Most people outside the Hindi belt wanted linguistic states and the 
Hindi-dominated Indian government and Congress Party tried to squash it. There were 
protests in many regions demanding linguistic states. 


Telugu speakers demanded a state of their own and the Indian government opposed it. 
One leading politician against linguistic states was Prime Minister Jawaharlal Nehru, the 
same man who was secretary of the Nehru Committee that recommended linguistic states 
in 1928. There were massive protests in Telugu speaking areas. Protests peaked with the 
death of Mr. Potti Sreeramulu on the early morning hours of December 16, 1952; he 
fasted to death against Indian government's refusal to form a Telugu state. Unable to 
contain the resulting angry protests, Indian government relented and the Telugu state of 
Andhra Pradesh was formed the next year (1953). 


There were marches and protest demonstrations in Malayalam, Punjabi, Marathi, 
Gujarati, Assamese, Bengali and other language areas also. In some areas police resorted 
to shooting and many unarmed protesters were injured and some killed and many crores 
of Rupees worth of properties was damaged (1 crore = 10 million). Finally the Indian 
government set up the States Reorganization Committee (SRC) and it recommended 
linguistic states. This resulted in the formation of today's linguistic states. Even after the 
creation of linguistic states, Indian government put obstacles to people using their 
mother tongue to the fullest extent in the linguistic states, except in the Hindi states. 
How the Hindi-dominated Indian government is obstructing the very intent of linguistic 
states will be the subject of another article. 


Just 2 examples here: IAS and IPS officers who do not know the state language are 
posted in senior positions so the state language cannot truly become the official language 
of states (except in Hindi states because all non-Hindi IAS/IPS officers must pass Hindi 
examinations). Out-of-state judges are often posted at State High Courts; these judges 
know neither the state language nor state heritage and culture. All State court judges 
should be from the state--sons and daughters of the soil. Will Indian government allow 
foreign judges, however brilliant they are, to be appointed Supreme Court judges? They 
will not, they should not. State High Court judges should not be from other states either. 


RECOMMENDATIONS: Every state government official and judge must have studied 
the state language up to high school. People who take a crash course of a few months in 


the state language cannot really perform their duties in the state language. 


3. Broken Promise 2: Federal Form of Government 


For state languages to play their due role, most powers must stay with the state 
government; in our opinion, all powers except foreign affairs and military matters must 
reside with state governments. So people can interact with the government on most 
matters--a government run by people who know the history, culture and heritage of the 
state. Congress Party, in fact, promised a federal structure of governance before the 
British left South Asia but abandoned as the end of British rule neared. Non-Hindi 
peoples realize now that we replaced British Rule with Hindi Rule. 


On December 13, 1946, Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru, who became India's first prime 
minister, moved a resolution in the Constituent Assembly that "States shall possess and 
retain the status of autonomous units, together with residuary powers and exercise all 
powers and functions of government and administration, save and except such powers 
and functions as are vested in or assigned to the Union, or as are inherent or implied in 
the Union or resulting there from." This resolution was accepted by the Constituent 
Assembly on January 22, 1947 just a few months before British rule ended. This 
resolution states in no uncertain terms that the states would be AUTONOMOUS UNITS 
with residual powers. This is a truly federal form of government structure. However 
when the constitution was adopted in 1950 after the British rule ended on August 15, 
1947 and the Hindi-dominated Indian government took power, the form of government 
was not federal; states were not autonomous units and residual powers rested with the 
Indian central government. Section 356 of the Indian constitution empowers the central 
government (union government) to dismiss any state government. The federal 
government in countries like Canada, United States of America and Switzerland cannot 
dismiss state governments. More power to Indian government means more power to 
Hindi politicians because the Indian government is dominated by Hindi politicians. 


Here we give a few quotes from the Indian constituent assembly proceedings of 
November 22, 1949 to emphasize our point that Indian government is not federal in 
nature. 


"Our Constitution is more unitary than federal, and from that point of view I think it is a 

much greater improvement from the time we set about this task." - P.S. Deshmukh (This 
member is obviously for a unitary constitution and is happy that what started as a federal 
constitution ended up as mostly a unitary constitution.) 


"Situated as we are, we wanted to have a federal constitution but we have produced a 
constitution that is mostly unitary." - M. Thirumala Rao 


"This constitution envisages a kind of federo-unitary system of government, leaning 
largely towards the unitary system." - Syamanandan Sahaya 


Not only politicians, but political scientists also point to the unitary nature of the Indian 
constitution. P. Krishna Mukherjee wrote in 1954, "the constitution that emerged out of 
the August deliberations of the constituent assembly of India in January 1950 is a 


definitely unfederal or unitary constitution." (P. Krishna Mukherjee, "Is India a 
federation?", The Indian Journal of Political Science, July-September 1954.) 
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3. 
Indian Constitution is Not a Federal Constitution 


Thajai Nalankilli 


[First Published: September 2017] 


Although it is generally touted as a federal constitution, Indian constitution is almost a 
unitary constitution. This is not just the view of this writer; this view had been expressed 
by many. In fact, the dominant unitary character was recognized by at least some 
constituent assembly member, some whom were happy about it and some were unhappy 
about it. Here we give a few quotes from the Indian constituent assembly proceedings of 
November 22, 1949. 


"Our Constitution is more unitary than federal, and from that point of view I think it is a 

much greater improvement from the time we set about this task." - P.S. Deshmukh (This 
member is obviously for a unitary constitution and is happy that what started as a federal 
constitution ended up as mostly a unitary constitution.) 


"Situated as we are, we wanted to have a federal constitution but we have produced a 
constitution that is mostly unitary." - M. Thirumala Rao 


"This constitution envisages a kind of federo-unitary system of government, leaning 
largely towards the unitary system... I have no doubt a feeling in my mind that it would 
have been as well that we had started with greater confidence in the people and the States 
than what we have betrayed in that part of the constitution where we deal with the States 
and the Provinces." - Syamanandan Sahaya 


"Even in the circumstances prevailing in India, it is not necessary that the central 
government should regard the provincial governments as its perpetual wards... We are 
trying to usher in an era of full democratic government and yet we begin by distrusting 
the States on which it will ultimately depend whether democracy succeeds in this 
country or not. I fear that the central government has taken too much responsibility on 
itself and that the constitution may, instead of making the state governments realize their 
responsibility, will discourage them in the performance of their task and make them feel 
that they are no more than agents of the central government. Such a feeling cannot 
promote the development of a full sense of responsibility nor can it stimulate the 
provincial electorates and the legislatures to exercise the supervision that they should in a 
self-governing country." - Pandit Hirday Nath Kunzru 


Not only politicians, but political scientists also point to the unitary nature of the Indian 
constitution. P. Krishna Mukherjee wrote in 1954, "the constitution that emerged out of 
the August deliberations of the constituent assembly of India in January 1950 is a 
definitely unfederal or unitary constitution." (P. Krishna Mukherjee, "Is India a 
federation?", The Indian Journal of Political Science, July-September 1954.) 


The dominant unitary character of the Indian constitution is not just a matter for political 
or scientific analysis, it has practical consequences. Many state chief ministers from 
outside the Hindi-belt region had expressed dissatisfaction at the concentration of power 
at the central government [Reference 1]. 


Reference 


1. A Case for Devolution of Power to States: South Indian (Non-Hindi) Politicians Speak 
Out, Chapter 9 of this book. 
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Reference 


1. Introduction 


Because of the numerical strength of Hindi-belt politicians in Indian parliament, they are 
able to transfer large amounts of tax monies from many non-Hindi states to Hindi-belt 
states. (Hindi-belt politicians do not have a majority in parliament but are the largest 
group with about 40% strength.) 


2. Numbers Reveal the Economic Plunder 


Here are some statistics of the transfer of tax monies from many South Indian states to 
Hindi-belt states [Reference 1]. Percentage of tax monies received back from Indian 
Government by 3 southern states and 3 Hindi-belt states are listed below [these numbers 
are from Reference 1]. What do these numbers mean? For example, for every 100 Rupees 
Indian government collects in taxes from Karnataka, only 47 Rupees is given back to 
Karnataka in the form of financial grants, central government projects, etc. Similarly, for 
every 100 Rupees Indian government collects in taxes from the Hindi-belt state of Bihar, 
96 Rupees is given back to it in the form of financial grants, central government projects, 
etc. 


(The southern states of Andhra and Telangana are not included because the data is prior 
to the year when these two states were created.) 


Karnataka --------------------- Rs. 47 
Kerala ------------------------- Rs. 25 
Tamil Nadu ------------------- Rs. 40 


Uttar Pradesh ----------------- Rs. 176 


These numbers tell the story. Non-Hindi South Indian states are plundered economically 
and the loot transferred to Hindi-belt states. You may find more on the blatant and large 
scale economic discrimination of non-Hindi states in Reference 1. 


Some may argue that the well-to-do states should help the other states. My retort is, 
"How long?" Tax monies are transferred from many non-Hindi states to Hindi states for 
almost 70 years (from 1950 onwards). There should be an end to it. If we are doing 
financially better, it is because of our hard work. We work hard, we study long hours. But 
the fruits of our labour are sent to Hindi belt states because Hindi politicians control the 
Indian parliament and pass laws that benefit their states financially. Because monies are 
taken out of non-Hindi states and given to Hindi states, we are not enjoying the fruits of 
our labour. 


3. Experts Explain the Economic Truth 


"India's growth would have progressed better if it comprised its southern and western 
parts only...The rest of the country held the South and West back", P. Chidamparam, 
Minister of Finance, India (2004-2008) to the American Ambassador in a conversation in 
August 2009. The non-Hindi peoples of southern and western states would have been 
better off financially if monies from these hard working states are not transferred to Hindi 
states. 


Now listen to this. "A number of Indian states--Kerala and Tamil Nadu, for example-- 
would be at the top of the South Asian comparisons if they were treated as separate 
countries, and others--Uttar Pradesh and Madhya Pradesh, for example--would do 
enormously worse." - Professors Jean Dréze and Amartya Sen in their 2013 book “An 
Uncertain Glory: India and its Contradictions” (both authors are economists and Amartya 
Sen received the Nobel prize in economics in 1998). Again, economic experts are saying 
that Hindi states of Uttar Pradesh and Madhya Pradesh are the reason for non-Hindi states 
like Kerala and Tamil Nadu are unable to enjoy the fruits of their hard work. 


Many non-Hindi states are unable to achieve their full potential and people of these states 
are unable to enjoy the fruits of their work and study because much of what people and 
businesses pay in taxes are transferred to Hindi states. We should put an end to it. 


4. Amend the Constitution 


Indian constitution should be amended that only defense and foreign affairs are under the 
control of the Union Government (central government). Tax assessment and collection 
should be done by each state. Each state shall send a fixed percent, say 6% or whatever, 
of their taxes to the Union Government to manage India's defense and foreign affairs. 
This way each state enjoys its own fruits of its labour. 


A well-to-do state may donate some money to another state, in the same way rich 
countries like America, Japan or Germany assist poorer countries. The donor decides how 
much money to donate and to whom. What is happening in India now is, the receiver 
states’ politicians (namely, the Hindi state politicians) are dictating to well-to-do states 
how much of their taxes they have to give to Hindi states. Hindi politicians have decided 
that Kerala gets back only 25% of the taxes it paid to central government, while at the 
same time Hindi state of Uttar Pradesh gets back 176% of the taxes it paid to central 
government. 


We can no longer accept this economic plunder. It is time to amend the Indian 
Constitution that taxation and tax collection are brought under the control of each state. 


REFERENCE 
1. The News Minute: 14 July 2016 
(http://web.archive.org/web/201607 1514542 1/http://www.thenewsminute.com/article/uni 


ted-states-south-india-can-southern-collective-get-us-better-deal-delhi-46501 ) 
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1. Introduction 


In a multi-cultural, multi-lingual country with over a dozen distinct cultures, histories and 
languages, "education" should be under the control of state governments. In fact, 
education was under the sole jurisdiction of state governments in the original 1950 Indian 
Constitution. Indian parliament moved "education" to be under the dual jurisdiction of 
state governments and the central government in 1976 by passing the 42-nd Amendment 
to the Indian Constitution. If there is conflict of view between state and central 
governments, the latter's view prevails. Thus central government is in control of our 
children. 


We want the Indian Constitution amended to move education back under the sole control 
of state governments. Here is what we can and shall do once state governments take 
control of education. We discuss here reforms at the university level in this article. 
Similar reforms shall be implemented at school level education also. 


2. Abolish Education Ministry and University Grants Commission (UGC) 


Once education is under the sole jurisdiction of state governments, there is no need for 
Indian Government Ministry of Human Resource Development ("Education Ministry"). It 
will be abolished and taxpayer monies allocated to this ministry would go to state 
governments so that states can manage education in their own states. 


University Grants Commission (UGC) would also be disbanded, monies allocated to 
UGC would go to states. State governments would disburse these monies to universities 


in their states. This would stop UGC favouring one state or other in allocating monies. In 
recent years UGC was also used to impose Hindi. In 2016, UGC funded programmes to 
encourage teaching in medium of Hindi in all universities receiving UGC funds. How 
does it help students and faculty in non-Hindi states? Abolishing UGC would put and end 
to favouritism towards funding Hindi projects. Let the states decide whether their 
universities should teach in Hindi medium or not. I am certain very few universities in 
non-Hindi states would teach in Hindi. They would rather spend the money to improve 
computer, science and mathematics skills. 


3. Transfer IIT's, AIIMS' and Other Institutes of Higher Education to States 


Indian Institutes of Technology (IIT) were started in the late 1950s as elite institutes of 
engineering and technology. There were only about half-a-dozen IITs by the end of 
1960s; it made sense they were under central government control because there were far 
more states than IITs. Now we have IITs in almost every state and so IITs may be 
transferred to states and monies allocated for these institutes transferred to states 
governments. Any state without an ITT should get one with startup monies from central 
government. If a state is too small to have an IIT, several small states may join hands and 
manage the IIT through a management committee. The same goes to all institutes of 
higher education now under Indian government control. States are capable of managing 
their own educational institutions. Each IIT should admit only students from the state it is 
located, except in the case of IITs administered by multiple smaller states. 


Why are we opposing Indian government managing IITs. As with everything that is 
under central government control, IITs are turned into vehicles promoting the interest of 
Hindi peoples. Some IITs are offering special tutoring in Hindi to help students lacking 
proficiency in English? How about Bengali students? Telugu students? Tamil students, .. 
Promises will be made that other language tutoring will come soon. When? Why should 
non-Hindi students suffer until then? It is impossible to tutor students in every IIT in all 
state languages? Tutoring in Hindi is expensive. You have to train professors, write 
course materials in Hindi, etc. Why should non-Hindi taxpayers pay for these expenses? 
Best way is to transfer IITs and other institutes of higher learning to states. Hindi states 
can offer tutoring in Hindi at the state expense, without burdening non-Hindi taxpayers. 
Let each state administer their own IITs, JAMS and other institutes without interference 
from Hindi politicians. 


4. No More All India Entrance Examinations for Educational Institutions (NEET, 
JEE. etc.) 


Once the Indian Constitution is amended to transfer "education" under the sole control of 
state governments, there is no place for "All India Entrance Examinations for Educational 
Institutions (NEET, JEE. etc.)". They have become a burden on the heads and a thorn in 
the flesh of students. Criteria for admission to educational institutions and number of 
admissions shall be decided by state education ministry. 


5. Transfer Central Universities to States 


Many central universities are started in every state. Give the funds to states. Most states 
are administering their state universities well; they can administer the central universities 
also. The National Institutional Ranking Framework (NIRF) ranks colleges in India. 
In its 2019 ranking, among to Top 200 Colleges, 74 colleges are from Tamil Nadu 
and 42 colleges are from Kerala (both non-Hindi states). The two large Hindi states, 
Uttar Pradesh (UP) and Madhya Pradesh (MP), have no colleges among the Top 200 
(The Indian express; May 4, 2019). Yet Hindi politicians from Hindi states control the 
Indian government and want to set up and manage central universities. End result would 
be degradation of college education in all states to the level of UP and MP. We cannot 
stop it. Hindi politicians have the numbers in parliament to implement whatever they 
want in non-Hindi states. 


6. Administration of State Universities 


Until recently, Indian government did not interfere in the affairs of state universities. 
Although State Governor is the nominal chancellor of state universities, he/she was 
merely a ceremonial chancellor and did not interfere in the affairs of the universities. This 
seems to change in recent years. Our state universities should not be under an out-of-state 
governor appointed from New Delhi. Another dangerous omen in the past few years is 
the appointment of out-of-staters as vice-chancellors. It must stop. Vice-chancellors 
should be answerable to the State Education Minister, and not to the governor. All vice- 
chancellors, college principals and other administrative officials must be from within the 
state; not from another state. 


7. Bring All Schools Under State Control 


All schools and school boards in India shall be under state government control. Only 
exceptions would be Central Schools (Kendriya Vidyalayas) for the children of central 
government employees. As we discussed elsewhere in this book, under the new 
constitution, only foreign affairs and defense would be under central government control. 
We will discuss children of military personnel in the next section. Number of foreign 
ministry (external affairs ministry) employees working in India would number in the 
thousand only. Central Schools would be limited to their children only. The Hindi name 
"Kendriya Vidyalayas" would be removed and renamed back to original name "Central 
Schools." Medium of instruction would be English. Currently only Hindi and Sanskrit are 
taught in these schools; no other Indian language. We will remove Hindi and Sanskrit 
from central school curriculum. In the New India, under the new equitable constitution, 
all citizens would be equal; there would be no first class Hindi citizens and second-class 
non-Hindi citizens. 


The reformed Central Schools shall be administered by a small Education Department 
within the Foreign Ministry. 


8. Education of the Children of Indian Soldiers 


Very few people know it. Children of non-Hindi soldiers in the Indian military are 
alienated from their own mother tongues. Only Indian language taught at their schools is 
Hindi. In the New India, under the new Indian Constitution, Hindi will be removed. 
Medium of instruction would be English. Hindi would be treated like any other Indian 
language. Parents of the same language may join hands and organize language classes 
using school facilities. State governments may provide special textbooks for these 
children; Internet may also play a part. All schools for soldiers’ children shall be 
administered by an Education Department within the Defense Ministry. 


Our soldiers deserve the best. Children of our soldiers deserve the best. They have the 
right to learn their mother tongue wherever their fathers/mothers are serving in the 
military protecting the country from foreign dangers. While their parents are risking their 
lives against foreign dangers, children need not have to lose their cultural and language 
identity and become Hindi-fied. 
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FOREWORD 


What has happened in nothing short of a political coup. Hindi politicians who dominate 
and control the Indian Central Government have quietly taken over the power to dictate 
to state governments even in areas the Indian constitution specifically reserves for state 
governments. In essence, Hindi politicians have changed India's pseudo-federal system to 
a virtual unitary system of government thus giving themselves more power over non- 
Hindi states. Read on... 


1. Allocation of Power in India 


The Indian constitution divides the various areas of governance into three groups, 
namely, 


(1) The Union List, 
(2) The State List, and 
(3) The Concurrent List. 


Article 246 of the constitution designates the subjects under each list. The Union List, 
which comes under the exclusive jurisdiction of the Government of India (central 
government), contains 97 subjects; these are some of the most powerful and financially 
lucrative areas. The State List, which comes under the exclusive jurisdiction of state 
governments, contains 66 areas; many of them are of a secondary nature and tax revenues 
from these subjects are only a small fraction of those from the Union List. The 
Concurrent List, over which both the central and state governments have jurisdiction, 
contains 47 areas. 


Indian Central Government has enormous powers through the union and concurrent list 
subjects (substantially more power than most "central" governments in countries with 
federal constitution, for example, Canada and Switzerland). Indian Government is 
dominated and controlled by politicians from the Hindi belt because they form the 
largest linguistic group in the Indian parliament. They used that dominance to enact laws 


and deeds under the Union and Concurrent lists to benefit Hindi regions and Hindi people 
at the expense of non-Hindi regions and people. Hindi politicians wanted to interfere in 
even the limited areas under the State List. In a bold move, Hindi politicians who control 
the Indian government recently paved the way for them to take over power even in 
subject areas under the State List. Here is what happened. 


2. Hindi Politicians Take Over Sales Tax Powers 


Levying and collecting sales tax comes under the State List and thus under the exclusive 
jurisdiction of state governments. In January 2000, Indian government "recommended" 
that all states adopt a minimum sales tax structure and issued a "recommended" minimum 
sales tax structure. Some states did not like this new sales tax structure because it would 
adversely affect industrial growth in their states. It is beyond the point of this article to 
delve into the details of how it would stunt industrial growth in some states; it is 
discussed in some detail in Reference 1. 


Thirteen non-Hindi states refused to implement it. "After all, sales tax is under State List. 
Indian government (central government) cannot impose a sales tax structure on us", they 
thought. But the Indian government, dominated and controlled by Hindi politicians, made 
an unprecedented bold move to force its will on the non-cooperating state governments. It 
said that it would withhold financial aid and grants to states that do not implement its new 
sales tax structure by January 15, 2000. The new sales tax structure is no longer an Indian 
government recommendation but it is now an Indian government dictate to the states 
although the constitution gives the states exclusive power on sales tax. 


State governments cannot afford to lose Indian government aid and grants; after all, much 
of the revenues (much of the taxes other than sales tax) are collected by the Indian 
government from the states and then doled out to states as it pleases. Without Indian 
government grants and aid, state governments could not function. So even the unwilling 
and hesitant state governments implemented the Indian government dictated sales taxes 
by January 15, 2000. 


Thus Hindi politicians who dominate and control the Indian government used our own 
tax revenues to threaten the state governments and impose their dictate in even the 
limited areas that the constitution gave exclusive powers to the states. 


3. Pseudo-Federal System to Unitary System of Government 


With this bold move in the sales tax structure issue, Hindi politicians have set the stage 
for them to enforce their dictate in every sphere of life throughout India. Even the limited 
powers the states have under the State List is now effectively taken over by the Indian 
government dominated and controlled by Hindi politicians. India used to have a quasi- 
federal system of government (it was never a federal system; power is tilted heavily in 
favor of the central government), now it has effectively become a unitary system of 
government in which the central government controls all aspects of governance. 


Another important point to remember is that this shift towards total power to the Indian 
(central) government happens at a time when a number of regional parties are members 
of the coalition government in charge of the Indian government. While these regional 
parties profess that they are for more power to states, they did absolutely nothing to stop 
the Hindi dominated principal partner of the coalition from taking over even the limited 
powers the states have under the State List. Primary concern of many of these regional 
parties seems to be how to come to power in states and also get a few minister posts in 
the central government rather than working for the party platform of more power to 
states. Do not expect much from these parties. 


What is needed is a total re-write of the Indian Constitution, creating a truly federal 
system of governance with states as autonomous units as Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru 
promised before the British left and Hindi politicians took control of India. On December 
13, 1946, Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru, who would become India's first prime minister in 
about 9 months, moved a resolution in the Constituent Assembly that "States shall 
possess and retain the status of autonomous units, together with residuary powers and 
exercise all powers and functions of government and administration, save and except 
such powers and functions as are vested in or assigned to the Union, or as are inherent or 
implied in the Union or resulting there from." This resolution was accepted by the 
Constituent Assembly on January 22, 1947 just a few months before British rule ended. 
Once the British left, this resolution was abandoned and a diluted pseudo-federal 
government was instituted. We say re-write the constitution and let ''States possess and 
retain the status of autonomous units". 
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The gist of this article is succinctly put forth in a single sentence by Tamil Nadu chief 
Minister Jayalalithaa at a conference on internal security in New Delhi on April 16, 2012: 
"There can be no uniform pattern in policing in the country as each State has its 
own distinct cultural, communal, social and economic aspects." 


Although the Chief Minister said this in the context of police and law enforcement, the 
"big point” behind is valid and applicable in a wide range of center-state affairs. For 
example, education, rural development, industrialization, infrastructure and agriculture 
policies should be decided at the state level because of the different "cultural, communal, 
social and economic aspects" of each state. However the Indian government is more and 
more interfering in these affairs directly or indirectly. Since Hindi politicians set the tone 
of overall policies of the Indian government because they form the largest group in the 
Indian parliament, the "uniform patterns" that the Indian government sets are heavily 
biased towards Hindi people. 


Literacy rate in South India is much higher than that in Hindi states. So monies should be 
allocated to increase literacy rate in Hindi states while that money should be spent on 
computerizing schools or scholarships to poorer students to college in South Indian 
states. 


Another example: South Indian states have brought population increase well under 
control while Hindi states have uncontrolled population growth. While Hindi states 
should spend money on birth control education, it is not a priority in South Indian states. 
That money may be better spent on health and welfare of babies and mothers. 


Similar discrepancies exist in general health care, infrastructure, industrialization and 
other matters. So it is better if the Indian government just returns our tax monies back to 
states and let state governments allocate them to various sectors on the basis of ground 
realities in the state. This is the crux of Jayalalithaa's demand. 


In fact former Chief Minister and Dravida Munnetra Kazhagam (DMK) General 
Secretary C. N. Annadurai expressed a similar view back in 1945. He said at a Dravidar 
Kazagam Conference in Tiruchi in 1945: "If India is divided into many countries, each 
country could develop its economy according to its circumstances." DMK dropped the 
demand for dividing India into many countries in 1963 soon after Indian parliament 
passed the 16-th Amendment to the Indian Constitution prohibiting parties advocating 
separatism (secessionism) from contesting elections. So late Mr. Annadurai's statement 


today might be: "If more power is devolved to states, each state could develop its 
economy according to its circumstances". 


Indian constitution should be rewritten to create a Modern India that is a Federation of 
Autonomous States". This will pave way for all states to progress at their own phase in 


their own ways, and enjoy the fruits of their labour. 
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1. Introduction 


India is a unique country; it is the conglomeration of over a dozen ethnicities, cultures 
and languages combined and put together by British rulers. Such a country with all these 
diverse peoples never existed before. Political leaders of these diverse peoples joined 
hands in opposing British rule in the early 1900s and this alliance continued until the 
British decided to leave the Indian subcontinent in the mid-1940s. Most political leaders 
of these diverse peoples decided to stay together as a country of diverse ethnicities, 
cultures and languages, expecting that each of these groups would be able to protect their 
identity and no group is exploited by other groups or group. This would require a 
constitution with strong states joined together in a federal structure. 


2. Forgotten Promise of Autonomous States 


It was under this ground reality that, on December 13, 1946, Pandit Jawaharlal Nehru, 
who would become India's first prime minister in less than a year from then, moved a 
resolution in the Constituent Assembly that "States shall possess and retain the status of 
autonomous units". The resolution was accepted by the Constituent Assembly on January 
22, 1947 less than seven months before British rule ended. But this resolution did not find 
a place in the final constitution that came into effect on January 26, 1950. This seems to 
be a bait and switch. Instead of autonomous states, what the Indian constitution created 
was state governments that are perpetual wards of the central government (paraphrasing 
Pandit Hirday Nath Kunzru's statement at the constituent assembly on November 29, 
1949 [the full quote of the statement may be found in Reference 1]). 


3. Criticism of Current Status of States 
What we now have is an extremely weak federal constitution (bordering on a unitary 


constitution); Finance Minister of Kerala and Chief Minister of Tamil Nadu said that 
state governments have become like city municipal governments with not much power. 


"Is centre [Indian Government] trying to turn state governments into glorified 
municipalities?" asked Kerala Finance Minister Thomas Isaac (LiveMint.com; April 10, 
2018) . "The constant attempts to reduce States to the level of glorified Municipal 
Corporations heavily dependent on the Centre [Indian Government] for funds is a 
travesty of the federal nature of our existence", said Tamil Nadu Chief Minister 
Jayalalithaa (Speech at Internal Security Conference, New Delhi, 16-th April 2012). 
More criticisms from South Indian leaders may be found in Reference 2. 


This situation is no longer acceptable. Hindi politicians cannot rule all of India, 
relegating non-Hindi peoples as vassals to Hindi states. It is time to elect a new 
constituent assembly and rewrite the Indian Constitution, creating a vibrant Modern India 
as A Federation of Autonomous States. 

4. Goals of the New Constitution 

The new constitution shall achieve the following: 


1) Hindi politicians shall not interfere in the internal affairs of non-Hindi states. 


2) Hindi politicians shall not transfer tax moneys or other revenues from one state to 
others (specifically from non-Hindi states to Hindi states). 


3) Inter-state migration shall be controlled by states. States decide how many can migrate 
into the state and what qualifications (education, work experience) are required. 


5. Blue Print for a New Constitution 


With the above goals in mind we propose that the new constitution contain the following 
clauses. 


la) Union government shall be responsible for defense and foreign affairs only. Foreign 
affairs do not include foreign trade. Each state shall decide its foreign trade policies 
including taxes and import/export laws. 


1b) There is no need for two houses of parliament, with several hundred members in each 
house. Lower house of parliament may be eliminated and the upper house of parliament 
shall have limited number of members elected by state legislative assemblies, in 
proportion of the state population at the time of the passing of the new constitution. 


2a) State governor shall be elected by the people. 


2b) State chief Minister can be removed only by a majority vote in state legislative 
assembly or by a recall vote by the people. 


3a) Indian Supreme Court judges are appointed by a committee set up by state chief 
ministers. Supreme court is responsible to settling inter-state disputes only. 


3b) All legal matters within the state are settled by state courts appointed by the state 
government. 


4a) Tax rates shall be decided by state governments. Taxes are collected by state 
governments. 


4b) Each state shall contribute a fixed percentage of its taxes to the foreign affairs and 
defense departments of the central government. Let me make it clear. This fixed 
percentage is the same for every state. For example, if Kerala contributes 4% of its taxes 
to the foreign affairs and defense departments, Uttar Pradesh shall also contribute 4% of 
its taxes. This is not the case today; today's discriminatory treatment of non-Hindi states 
shall end in the New India [see Reference 3 for more details]. 


5) Large-scale migration of Hindis into non-Hindi states is creating unemployment of 
local workers. Inter-state migration should be under state government control. State 
governments shall set limits on number of migrants into the state annually and required 


qualifications (education, work experience) depending on labour requirement in the state. 


A blueprint for a new constitution to create an equitable modern India as a Federation of 
Autonomous States is presented here. It may be used as a starting point. 
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1. Emergence of Hindi Political Power: 1947 


Once the British rulers left South Asia in 1947, Congress Party took control of the 
governance. Both the Indian Government (also referred as Central Government and 
Union Government) and almost all state governments fell into the hands of Congress 
Party. Congress Party was dominated by Hindi-belt politicians, and power in the party 
and the central government was controlled by them. Fear of Hindi politicians favouring 
Hindi states (called provinces at that time) and discriminating against non-Hindi states 
was in the minds of some people in at least one province, namely, Madras Province 
(which would morph into Madras State and then renamed Tamil Nadu). 


2. Tamil Nadu Raises Alarm: Separatist Demand 


The regional parties (essentially Tamil Nadu parties) DK and DMK warned of 
forthcoming economic discrimination of not only Tamil Nadu but the entire South India 
(which they called Dravida Nadu) by North Indian politicians (essentially Hindi-belt 
politicians). This was one of the reasons for their demand for separating (seceding) from 
Indian Union and forming a South Indian country (called Dravida Nadu) or at least a 
separate Tamil Country (Tamil Nadu). There was decent support for it in Tamil Nadu but 
not in the rest of South India. In fact, in the 1962 elections, DMK won 50 of the 206 
Madras State legislative assembly seats and 7 of the 41 Indian parliament seats from 


Madras State. DMK dropped the independence demand (separatist demand) in 1963 
after the Indian Constitution was amended (16-th amendment) prohibited separatist 
parties and persons to contest parliamentary and state legislative elections. 


3. Negative Devolution 


Having dropped the independence demand, DMK raised its voice for devolution of 
power to states and continues to do so. AIADMK that split from DMK also demands 
devolution of power. One or other of these two parties have won every state assembly 
election since 1967. Yet Indian government did not budge on devolution instead there is 
"negative-devolution" over the years; more power is taken over by the Indian government 
from state government. Today far more power is vested with the Indian (central) 
government than in 1950 when the Indian Constitution went into effect. 


4. Demand for Devolution in South Indian States 

In those days, it was only Tamil Nadu (formerly Madras State) that was vocal and 
persistent on devolution of power to states. In recent years more non-Hindi states are 
speaking up on the subject. We present here some of the voices raised on discrimination 
of their states and devolution of power to states. These are only a few of the many more 
you can read on news archives in the second half of 2010s. 

5. Preview of Part II 

In the second part of this two-parts article we present the views of several political 
leaders from the five south Indian states. You will find some common themes in those 


views. 


1) Indian government is encroaching on state governments powers and reducing them to 
the level of municipalities. 


2) South Indian states are discriminated economically. 
3) Indian government is not respecting cultural diversity among Indian states. 


4) If the Indian government continues to ignore diversities, it would harm Indian unity 
and lead to separatist activities. 
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5. Preview of Part II 

In this second part of the article, we present the views of several political leaders from 
the five south Indian states. As we stated at the end of Part I, you will find some common 


themes in those views. 


1) Indian government is taking power from state governments and reducing them to the 
level of municipalities. 


2) South Indian states are discriminated economically, in a step-motherly fashion. 
3) Indian government is ignoring cultural diversity among Indian states. 


4) If the Indian government continues to ignore diversities, it would harm Indian unity 
and lead to separatist activities. 


PREFACE 


Views from the 5 South Indian States (Andhra, Karnataka, Kerala, Tamil Nadu and 
Telangana) are presented in the next 5 sections. Article ends with an Appendix that 
presents some statistics that prove the economic discrimination of South Indian states and 
the lavish funding of Hindi-belt states. 


[Notes within square parentheses are added by author of the article to put things in 
proper perspective. ] 


6. Andhra Pradesh 


6.1 Pawan Kalyan 


Pawan Kalyan is a relative newcomer to politics. He started the Jana Sena Party (in 
Andhra and Telangana) in 2014 and has emerged as a vocal proponent for devolution of 
power to states. Here are summaries of some of his statements. 


1. 

“What we all in southern India feel that there is a political elite class of Delhi [India's 
capital] who want to run the entire country, having majority in Uttar Pradesh [the largest 
Hindi state of India]. People are rebelling against that thought... disrespect to 'sub- 
national identity’ [such as Malayali, Marathi, Telugu, etc.] in a country like India, would 
create a fertile breeding grounds for separatist movements." (TheNewsMiniute website; 
February 18, 2018) 


Ze 

"If the Centre doesn't respect the subnational identity in a country like ours [Pawan 
Kalyan is referring to Kannada, Malayalam, Marathi, Tamil, Telugu, etc. as subnational 
identity] which is known for its cultural, linguistic and ethnic diversity then .. they are 
creating a fertile breeding grounds for separatist movements.... North Indian political 
leadership should understand and respect the cultural diversity of our country." 
(TheNewsMinute; April 25, 2017) 


3: 
"Do they [the elite North Indian political class] know about the aspirations of the south? 
Do they understand its culture?” (The Hindu; November 22, 2018) 


4, 

"Attitude of our political class (in Delhi). You put us down by our skin colour, we are ok, 
you mock at us by speaking in our Dravida tongue, we are ok; in Parliament you kick us, 
abuse us and divide us, we are ok. And we are ok to be slavish and subservient at the cost 
of our people's self-respect as long as you do not deny us our contracts, business 
opportunities, bailing us out from our scams and wrongdoings." (Business Standard; 
April 13, 2017) 


5. 


"We are in Down South and we are the foundation of this nation and not your Up North 
Political leadership.... When it comes to the interest of the people and State, all parties 
should speak in one voice irrespective of their political differences. To get a better deal 
for our respective states from the centre [India Central Government or Union 
Government], all the south political parties should come under one common platform 
to fight against biased attitude of North Indian Leadership." (news18.com; April 13, 
2017) 


6.2 M. Muralimohan 


M. Muralimohan belongs to the Telugu Desam Party (TDP) and is a Member of 
Parliament. He made some strong statement for the need for devolution. Here are a few. 


1. 

“We are contributing more to the Central pool in the form of taxes than any other state 
barring Maharashtra. Then why is the Union Government [Indian government] treating us 
in a step-motherly manner? We are being treated in an inhuman way in all aspects....” 
(TheNewsMiniute; February 18, 2018) 


2, 

"N. T. Rama Rao, when he was chief minister of Andhra Pradesh, was fed up with the 
interference of the Centre in the affairs of the State and made a case for Andhra Pradesh 
separating from rest of the country. Now, if the mindset of the Union Government does 
not change, all southern states might have to come together to form a separate 
entity.” (New Indian Express; February 18, 2019) 


7. Karnataka 


Siddaramaiah was Chief Minister of Karnataka from 2013 to 2018. He belonged to the 
Congress Party during this time although he belonged to couple of other parties before. 
Most Congress politicians do not speak much about devolution and "regional identity". 
He deviated from it in an article he published in 2018 (TheNewsMinute; March 16, 
2018). Here are a few excerpts from that lengthy article. 


"From a union of states, we are evolving into a federation of states. Therefore, I don’t 
think the demands for greater federal autonomy and recognition of regional identity 
are inconsistent with our nation...." 


"Historically, the South has been subsidizing the North. Six states south of the 
Vindhyas contribute more taxes and get less. For example, for every one rupee of tax 
contributed by Uttar Pradesh that state receives Rs 1.79. For every one rupee of tax 
contributed by Karnataka, the state receives Rs 0.47...." 


"The economic policy that affects India’s commerce with the rest of the world affects the 
states and yet the states do not have a say in making of the country’s economic policy. 
For example, the South Asia Free Trade Agreement has encouraged import of cheap 


pepper from Vietnam through Sri Lanka seriously affecting the lives of pepper farmers of 
Kerala and Karnataka...." 


[AUTHOR's NOTE: Here is another example of how South Indian farmers suffer from 
Indian Government trade agreements: Coconut oil is widely used for cooking. Coconut 
farming is the source of income for coconut farmers of the South Indian State of Kerala. 
Competitor to coconut oil is palm oil. Indian government reduced import taxes on palm 
oil thus reducing price of imported palm oil. In May 2001, the Indian Government signed 
an agreement with Malaysia that would allow the import of approximately 70 lakh (7 
million) tons of Malaysian palm oil during the next 5 years. This brought down coconut 
oil prices and Kerala farmers suffered. As part of the India-Malaysia trade agreement, 
Malaysia agreed award a 5-year railway-building contract worth approximately 8000 
crore Rupees (80 billion Rupees) to Indian Railway Construction Company. This contract 
helps workers primarily from the Hindi belt and nearby areas. Hindi politicians who 
control the Indian government either did not know about coconut farming in Kerala or 
did not care whether the suffering of coconut farmers. ] 


8. Kerala 


8.1 Pinarayi Vijayan 


Pinarayi Vijayan is the Chief Minister of Kerala. This is what he had to say: "We are all 
aware that the terms of reference [to the 15-th Finance Commission] have created 
apprehension about the principles of fairness and equity in the distribution of national 
resources for development. The unity of India can be preserved only if there is real 
fairness and equity in devolution of financial powers and resources to the states by the 
Centre [Indian Central Government]". (Daijiworld.com; April 10 2018) 


8.2 Thomas Isaac 


Thomas Isaac is the Finance Minister of Kerala. Here are a few of his thoughts on 
economic discrimination of Kerala and devolution of power to states. 


1. 

"Fifteenth Finance Commission's proposal on tax revenue sharing will make Tamil 
Nadu lose 40,000 crore Rupees and Kerala 20,000 crore Rupees" (LiveMint.com; 
April 10, 2018). [For those who do no know what a crores means, | crore = 10 million. 
So Tamil Nadu will lose 400 billion Rupees and Kerala will lose 200 billion Rupees. ] 


Ze 

"If you take the post-independence history [of India], there have been steady inroads into 
the state subjects.... That has been the trend. But now it is part of a total strategy of 
creating a nation, stamping out every diversity.... You find, for example, all the laws that 
were passed in parliament.... A common denominator is abridging state power. A number 
of them are in the pipeline like Fisheries Act, among others. They now want to shift 


health also in the concurrent list. So this is a whole strategy of stamping out diversity in 
India." (Huffingtionpost.in; September 18, 2019) 


3. 

"Is centre [Indian Government] trying to turn state governments into glorified 
municipalities? (LiveMint.com; April 10, 2018) 

9. Tamil Nadu 


9.1 C. N. Annadurai 


Annadurai served as Chief Minister of Tamil Nadu (called Madras State at that time) 
from 1967 until his death in 1969. He and his party DMK called for independence for 
Dravida Nadu (South India) until 1963; they dropped the independence demand 
(separatist demand) and switched to devolution of power to states in 1963 after the Indian 
Constitution was amended (16-th amendment) prohibiting separatist parties and persons 
to contest parliamentary and state legislative elections. Here is what he said at a Dravidar 
Kazagam Conference in Tiruchi in the 1945. 


"If India is divided into many countries, each country could develop its economy 
according to its circumstances." Since most Dravidian Parties have dropped the demand 
for dividing India into many countries, Annadurai's statement in the current political 
situation would change to: "If more power is devolved to states, each state could develop 
its economy according to its circumstances". 


9.2 M. Karunanidhi 


Karunanidhi served multiple terms as Chief Minister of Tamil Nadu. He belonged to 
Dravida munnetra Kazhagam (DMK) and like Annadurai supported independent Dravida 
Nadu until 1963. Since 1963 he demanded devolution of power to states. 


"The states should have autonomy in administering their own affairs and this 
principle should be enshrined in the Constitution. All states must have equal rights, and 


the Centre [Indian government] should not be an overlord." (ThePrint.in; August 8, 2018) 


9.3 J. Jeyalalithaa 


Jeyalalithaa served multiple terms as Chief Minister of Tamil Nadu. She belonged to All 
India Anna Dravida munnetra Kazhagam (AIADMK). 


1. 

Excerpt from Chief Minister Jeyalalithaa's memorandum to Indian Prime Minister 
Narendra Modi: "I strongly urge you to ensure that the step motherly treatment meted 
out to Tamil Nadu by the Fourteenth Finance Commission is at least in part redressed ..." 
(Business Standard; August 7, 2015). 


2. 

Chief Minister Jayalalithaa made a speech at a conference in New Delhi on internal 
security on April 16, 2012. Here are some excerpts from her speech. [Although the Chief 
Minister is speaking in reference to "policing" (internal security), her statements are 
equally applicable to number of other areas such as education, environment, 
transportation and a number of other areas. ] 


2.1) 

"The constant attempts to reduce States to the level of glorified Municipal 
Corporations heavily dependent on the Centre [Indian Government] for funds is a 
travesty of the federal nature of our existence. This attitude is disturbing and the 
implication of such exercises is not conducive to either state or national growth." 


2d) 
"There can be no uniform pattern in policing in the country as each State has its own 
distinct cultural, communal, social and economic aspects." 


2.3) 

"Trying to intimidate and browbeat the States through top down structures particularly 
when "Police" is a State subject is not acceptable. In other words, there are continuous 
veiled attempts by the Centre to weaken the States with too much interference which is 
detrimental to the national interest." 


2.4) 

"Endeavoring to encroach on State powers either by creating parallel authorities 
monitored from the Centre or vicarious operations of State police powers through 
creation of Centre monitored caucuses within the States, as was envisaged in the Railway 
Protection Force, National Counter Terrorism Centre etc., to say the least, are 
contraventions of the constitutional provisions which accord the "Police" priority status 
in the State list." 


10. Telangana 


Telangana Chief Minister K Chandrasekhar Rao is the founder of the Telangana Rashtra 
Samithi (a political party in the state of Telangana). Before founding it, he belonged to 
the Congress Party and then Telugu Desam Party). He makes an important point that tjhe 
monies that Indian government "gives" to sates are not charity to states but the state's 
own tax monies coming back. I want to point out that Hindi-belt states get more of their 
money back while many non-Hindi states (including all 5 South Indian states) get less of 
their money. We will provide actual numbers later to illustrate this point. 


This is what Chief Minister K Chandrasekhar Rao said: "The central devolution [of tax 
monies] is actually the share of states in certain taxes collected by the Centre [from 
states] and it is not something to be begged for... While Telangana contributes over Rs 
50,000 crore, what it gets from the Centre does not exceed Rs 24,000, he claimed." 
(Outlook; March 12, 2020) [In other words, Telangana gets only 48% of its tax monies 


back. As we will show later, other South Indian states also get only similar percentage 
while Hindi-belt states gets far more percentage. ] 


APPENDIX I 
Numbers Prove Economic Discrimination of South Indian States 


Here are some statistics from Reference 1. 


Percentage of tax monies received back from the Indian Government by 3 southern states 
and 3 Hindi-belt states are listed below [these numbers are from Reference 1]. What do 
these numbers mean? For example, for every 100 Rupees Indian government collects in 
taxes from Karnataka, only 47 Rupees is given back to Karnataka in the form of financial 
grants, central government projects, etc. Similarly, for every 100 Rupees Indian 
government collects in taxes from the Hindi-belt state of Bihar, 96 Rupees is given back 
to it in the form of financial grants, central government projects, etc. 


(The southern states of Andhra and Telangana are not included because the data is prior 
to the year when these two states were created.) 


Karnataka --------------------- Rs. 47 
Kerala ------------------------- Rs. 25 
Tamil Nadu ------------------- Rs. 40 


Bihar -------------------------- Rs. 96 
Madya Pradesh --------------- Rs. 75 
Uttar Pradesh --------------- Rs. 176 (yes, it is Rs. 176) 


These numbers tell the story. Non-Hindi South India is looted economically and the loot 
transferred to Hindi belt states. 
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1. Introduction 


Ms. Jayalalithaa Jeyaram (or J. Jayalalthaa) is an unlikely leader of a major Dravidian 
Party in Tamil Nadu. A latecomer to politics, she quickly rose to the top of one of the two 
major Dravidian Parties and carried the mantle of a Dravidian leader who stood up to the 
Indian government to protect Tamil interests. Jayalalithaa started as a well liked and box 
office hit film actress from an early age. Her male costar in many movies was Mr. M. G. 
Ramachandran. MGR, as he was popularly known, was a longtime member and top level 
leader of Dravida Munnetra Kazhagam (DMK). He split from DMK and formed 
AIADMK in 1972. He became Tamil Nadu Chief Minister in 1977. Ms. Jayalalithaa 
joined AIADMK in 1982 at the invitation of MGR. After the untimely dearth of M. G. 
Ramachandran in 1987, there was a power struggle between MGR's widow Mrs. Janaki 
Ramachandran and Jayalalithaa. The latter won and took control of the party in 1989. 
Jayalalthaa lead AIADMK to victory in the 1991 state election and became Chief 
Minister of Tamil Nadu. 


Although she did not grow up from her youth in Dravidian ideologies and politics, she 
stood for Dravidian parties' top goals today: opposition to Hindi imposition and 
devolution of substantial power to Tamil Nadu. Unlike most Dravidian political leaders 
of her age, she never participated in anti-Hindi imposition protests or arrested for that. 
Yet her opposition to Hindi imposition as Chief Minister is comparable to her 
predecessors C. N. Annadurai, M. Karunanidhi and M. G. Ramachandran. 


On the issue of state rights and devolution of power to states, Chief Minister Jayalalithaa 
is second to none. In this article we present excerpts from one of her speeches on 
devolution of power. As usual, such speeches from Tamil Nadu and other state chief 
ministers fall into deaf years in New Delhi. We do not see devolution of power coming. 
Instead more and more power is transferred from state governments to Indian (central) 
government in New Delhi. 


2. Chief Minister Jayalalithaa's Speech 


Ms Jayalalithaa made a speech at a conference on internal security in New Delhi on April 
16, 2012. Much of that speech dealt with the needs of Tamil Nadu state police and law 
enforcement agencies and how the central government is reducing monies to Tamil Nadu 
in these areas instead of increasing it. The speech also contains her thoughts on 
federalism, finances, devolution and state government powers. Here are some excerpts 
from her speech. [Although the Chief Minister is speaking in reference to "policing" 
(internal security), her statements are equally applicable to number of other areas such as 
education, environment, transportation and a number of other areas. ] 


1) 

"The constant attempts to reduce States to the level of glorified Municipal Corporations 
heavily dependent on the Centre for funds is a travesty of the federal nature of our 
existence. This attitude is disturbing and the implication of such exercises is not 
conducive to either State or National growth." 


2) 
"There can be no uniform pattern in policing in the country as each State has its own 
distinct cultural, communal, social and economic aspects." 


3) 

"Trying to intimidate and browbeat the States through top down structures particularly 
when 'Police' is a State subject is not acceptable. In other words, there are continuous 
veiled attempts by the Centre to weaken the States with too much interference which is 
detrimental to the national interest." 


4) 

"Endeavoring to encroach on State powers either by creating parallel authorities 
monitored from the Centre or vicarious operations of State police powers through 
creation of Centre monitored caucuses within the States, as was envisaged in the Railway 
Protection Force, National Counter Terrorism Centre etc., to say the least, are 
contraventions of the constitutional provisions which accord the 'Police' priority status in 
the State list." 


Back to Table of Contents or Scroll down for the next chapter 


12. 
Large Scale Hindi Migrant Flow into Non-Hindi States: Socio-Economic 
Consequences 


Part I 
LANGUAGE ISSUES, RISE INUNEMPLOYMENT 


Thanjai Nalankilli 


[First Published: September 2019] 


[This is a 3-parts article discussing in some depth the impact of the uncontrolled 
migration of Hindi people into non-Hindi states. Each of the three parts is mostly self- 
contained and may be read as a separate article but the best way is to read them in 
sequence, Chapters 12 to 14.] 


OUTLINE (Part I) 


Executive Summary 

1. Introduction 

2. Why We Oppose Uncontrolled Migration from Hindi States 
3. The Language Issue 

4. Hindi Migrants and Unemployment of Locals 

5. Hindi Migrants in Private Sector Jobs 


EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 


Large scale, uncontrolled migration of Hindi migrants into non-Hindi states causes 
several problems: (1) Cultural and language identity of non-Hindi states would be lost in 
a few decades. (2) Creates unemployment among local residents. (3) Draining social 
welfare schemes of the more progressive non-Hindi states [state monies would be spent 
on outsiders coming into the state.] (4) Decline in the standard of living of many non- 
Hindi states. These aspects are discussed in some detail in this article. An action plan by 
state governments to stop this uncontrolled migration before it is too late is also 
recommended. 


1. Introduction 


India is under the rule of Hindi politicians. Powers and matters that used to be under state 
government control are little by little taken by central government and Hindi politicians 
control almost all important matters relating to our lives. 


Hindi imposition and blatant and systematic discrimination of non-Hindi states 
economically are well established although most people do not know the extent of the 
economic plunder [Reference 1]. Most non-Hindi states are discriminated from the early 
1950 (soon after British rule ended and Hindi rule started) to today (2019). 


This article is about a new threat to non-Hindi states: Large scale, uncontrolled migration 
of Hindi migrants into non-Hindi states. This is a recent phenomenon but if it is not 
corrected immediately, it would tear the socio-economic fabric of non-Hindi states. 


2. Why We Oppose Uncontrolled Migration from Hindi States 


I am from Tamil Nadu. I have never opposed workers from Andhra, Karnataka, Kerala, 
West Bengal, etc. There are two reasons for opposing Hindi migrants. (1) The large 
number of Hindi migrants. (2) Unlike migrants from other states, most Hindis do not 
learn the state language and expect others to communicate to them in their language 
Hindi because it is the rajabhasha or rashtrabasha of India (official language or national 
language). 


3. The Language Issue 


Anyone working in a state, whether for the central government, state government or 
private business, must know the state language before they are employed. They must be 
required to pass a language examination at a suitable level; the examination should be 
conducted by the state government. Level of examination should be compatible with the 
job. I expect a taxi driver to talk to me in the state language. When Maharashtra 
Government required that taxi drivers must know the state language Marathi, General 
Secretary of Mumbai Taxi Drivers Association in Mumbai opposed the requirement 
saying, "These are laborers. They cannot go to school and learn Marathi." [Thina Thanthi 
(Tamil newspaper); January 21, 2010]. If you want to work in our state, you learn our 
language. You came to our state to make a living. Learn our language. Under pressure 
from Hindi taxi drivers and powerful Hindi politicians from outside Maharashtra, state 
government withdrew the language requirement [Thina Thanthi (Tamil newspaper); 
January 21, 2010; Times of India; January 27, 2010]. Very unfortunate. At the 83rd All- 
India Marathi Literary Meet held in Pune on March 28, 2010, former Chief Minister of 
Maharashtra, Mr. Manohar Joshi, said, “The state government wants to implement laws 
[making Marathi compulsory] but it is afraid of the Centre [Indian Government].” [The 
Hindu; March 29, 2010.] 


A post office in Chennai (Tamil Nadu) refused to accept a registered mail addressed in 
Tamil because the post office employee did not know Tamil (Thinathanthi-Tamil 
Newspaper; June 18, 2019). 


There were complaints in rural areas in Karnataka that they could not do banking because 
bank employees did not know Kannada. So Karnataka Deputy Chief Minister G 
Parameshwara wrote to Indian government Finance Minister Arun Jaitley to ask that all 
bank employees must gain proficiency Kannada within a set time (TheNewsMinute.com; 
August 15, 2018). In my opinion the Deputy Chief Minister was too generous; all 
banking employees must pass language examination BEFORE they are allowed to work 
in the state. How are bank customers going to communicate if the bank employee is still 
learning the language? They come to work in our state to make a living, they must 


learn our language. I will not be allowed to work in a bank if I cannot count. Knowing 
local language is as important as knowing arithmetic. 


A construction worker from Hindi state must be able to understand his/her supervisor and 
co-workers in the state language; otherwise he/she is a safety hazard. It is not for the 
supervisor or co-workers to learn Hindi from 1000 miles away, it is for the Hindi migrant 
to learn the state language where he came to earn a living. A textile mill worker from 
Hindi state must be able to understand his/her supervisor and co-worker in the state 
language; otherwise he/she is a safety hazard. It is not for the supervisor or other workers 
to learn Hindi from 1000 miles away, it is for the Hindi migrant to learn the state 
language where he came to earn a living. 


Indian government's solution is for everyone to learn Hindi. This is simply unacceptable. 
Those who come into our states should learn our language. Whether Indian 
government likes it or not, whether Hindi politicians like it or not, workers should 
have sufficient proficiency in the state language to communicate with co-workers 
and customers/clients. That must be a job requirement. All out-of-state workers must be 
required to pass a language test BEFORE allowed to work in the state. If the Indian 
constitution is in the way in implementing language requirement, amend the constitution. 


4. Hindi Migrants and Unemployment of Locals 


Inflow of migrants from other states should be based on our needs. Migrants should be 
hired only if qualified state residents are not available. Here is an example from Tamil 
Nadu. Southern Railways had 1765 openings for electricians, welders and mechanics in 
Tamil Nadu. 250,000 qualified state residents applied but only 165 were selected and the 
remaining positions went for North Indians [Thina Thanthi (Tamil newspaper); March 1, 
2019]. It is not fair to state residents. What is the need to bring in workers from Hindi 
states when there is widespread unemployment in the state? 


There is disgruntlement against the inflow of Hindi migrants in other non-Hindi states 
too. Activists in Maharashtra chased away job seekers from Hindi states who came to 
write employment examinations. Karnataka activists demanded 80% jobs be reserved for 
state residents. I say that jobs to out-of-staters only if there are no qualified applicants 
from within the state. It seems that Indian constitution is in the way of state governments 
requiring that jobs to out-of-staters only if there are no qualified applicants from within 
the state. Amend the constitution NOW before the Hindi migrant overflow the non-Hindi 
states. 


5. Hindi Migrants in Private Sector Jobs 


According to reports, private sectors hire Hindi migrants because they accept lower 
salaries than locals. So the effect of unneeded Hindi migrants is to lower wages. This is 
not acceptable. Some of these businesses use (exploit) local resources like water, 
electricity, minerals, etc. and hire Hindi migrants. The net effect is our resources are used 
up depleted but locals are not hired to work in these factories. Businesses must be 


required to hire qualified local residents at reasonable wages; and hire out-of-staters only 
if there are no more qualified locals. 


Hindi migrants cannot go into Bangladesh or Sri Lanka and take jobs from locals. The 
same should apply to the states in India too. There should be an inter-state visa system to 
control inter-state migration. Each state is large enough to be a country and there are 
substantial cultural, social, educational and economical differences between states to 
watrant this approach. Indian constitution must be amended. 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 


Large scale, uncontrolled migration of Hindi migrants into non-Hindi states causes 
several problems: (1) Cultural and language identity of non-Hindi states would be lost in 
a few decades. (2) Creates unemployment among local residents. (3) Draining social 
welfare schemes of the more progressive non-Hindi states [state monies would be spent 
on outsiders coming into the state.] (4) Decline in the standard of living of many non- 
Hindi states. These aspects are discussed in some detail in this article. An action plan by 
state governments to stop this uncontrolled migration before it is too late is also 
recommended. 


6. Indian Government and Hindi Migrants 


Indian government is in the hands of Hindi politicians. Indian government is of the 
Hindis, by the Hindis, for the Hindis. Indian government's language policies make it 
possible for Hindi migrants to feel at home in non-Hindi states. Most unreserved railway 
tickets are printed in Hindi and English (without the state language); so these migrants 
from 1000 miles away get their tickets in their language while I, who is born here, get my 
tickets in one of two alien languages. Go to bank. Automated Teller Machines (ATM) 
always have Hindi but state language may not be there. 


7. "One Nation, One Ration Card" System Benefits Hindi Migrants and Costs Non- 
Hindi States 


I repeat from the last section: "Indian government is in the hands of Hindi politicians. 
Indian government is of the Hindis, by the Hindis, for the Hindis." The recently 
introduced "One Nation, One Ration Card" System is another Indian government action 
that benefits Hindi migrants and drains state government resources. 


Recently Indian Government sent an order to state governments to implement "one 
nation, one ration card" system. Under the system, beneficiaries would be able to buy 
subsidized food grains from ration shops in any part of the country. Indian government 
minister said "no poor is deprived of PDS entitlement if that person shifts from one place 
to another" [India Today, June 29, 2019] (PDS - Public Distribution System). Under this 
"one nation, one ration card" system, Hindi migrants (even unemployed Hindi migrants 
in non-Hindi states) could get not only subsidized food grains but also other social 
benefits offered by states. Many non-Hindi states utilize their tax revenues wisely and 
offer better social benefits (free laptop computers and bicycles to students, free clothing 
to poor, etc.) to local people. Large scale Hindi migration into these states is a drain on 
their resources and would have to reduce or eliminate these welfare schemes; local 
people would be the losers because of this "One Nation, One Ration Card" scheme. 
Standard of living in these states would decline. 


Beneficiaries of the "one nation, one ration card" system is primarily Hindi migrants. No 
wonder that Indian government controlled by Hindi politicians brought in this unfair 
system only after this large scale Hindi migration into non-Hindi states. 


8. Standard of Living in Many Non-Hindi States Will Decline 


Some of the non-Hindi states like Maharashtra, Telengana, Andhra Pradesh, Karnataka, 
Kerala and Tamil Nadu have higher standard of living than Hindi states because of the 
hard work of the state people and wise allocation and utilization of funds by these state 
governments. 


Discussing the standard of living in India, renown economists Professors Jean Dréze and 
Nobel-Prize winner Amartya Sen wrote in their 2013 book “An Uncertain Glory: India 
and its Contradictions’": A number of Indian states--Kerala and Tamil Nadu, for 
example--would be at the top of the South Asian comparisons if they were treated as 
separate countries, and others--Uttar Pradesh and Madhya Pradesh, for example--would 


do enormously worse. 


Influx of large numbers of Hindi migrants and the introduction of "one nation, one ration 
card" system would bring down the standard of living of many non-Hindi states. 


9. Why Massive Inflow of Hindi Migrants is Bad for State Economy 


Massive, uncontrolled, unnecessary inflow of migrants does not improve the standard of 
living of local people; instead the long term effect is negative. We want businesses to set 
up in our states to create high paying jobs to local people. We do not want businesses that 
employ mostly low wage migrants. While these businesses and migrants deplete our state 
resources, they do not contribute much to betterment of the lives of locals. Much of the 
business taxes go to the central government and these to do not come back to non-Hindi 
states but are transferred to Hindi states. Here are some statistics. 


Percentage of tax monies received back from the Indian Government by 3 southern states 
and 3 Hindi-belt states are listed below [these numbers are from Reference 1]. What do 
these numbers mean? For example, for every 100 Rupees Indian government collects in 
taxes from Karnataka, only 47 Rupees is given back to Karnataka in the form of financial 
grants, central government projects, etc. Similarly, for every 100 Rupees Indian 
government collects in taxes from the Hindi-belt state of Bihar, 96 Rupees is given back 
to it in the form of financial grants, central government projects, etc. 


(The southern states of Andhra and Telangana are not included because the data is prior 
to the year when these two states were created.) 


Karnataka --------------------- Rs. 47 
Kerala ------------------------- Rs. 25 
Tamil Nadu ------------------- Rs. 35 


Bihar -------------------------- Rs. 96 
Madya Pradesh --------------- Rs. 75 
Uttar Pradesh --------------- Rs. 176 (yes, it is Rs. 176) 


Business taxes that Indian government collects from non-Hindi Southern States goes 
primarily to Hindi states. That is why we want businesses that create good jobs for state 
people and not businesses that create jobs for tens of thousands of Hindi migrants. These 
businesses and migrants consume local resources (minerals, water, for example), crowd 
our roadways and trains, and pollute our environment. Uncontrolled inflow of Hindi 
migrants is not good for the host states. State governments should control how many 
people are allowed into the state and what their qualifications should be. "India is one 
country, anyone can go and live anywhere" does not apply to a country like India with 
diverse cultures, different literacy levels and economic conditions. 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 


Large scale, uncontrolled migration of Hindi migrants into non-Hindi states causes 
several problems: (1) Cultural and language identity of non-Hindi states would be lost in 
a few decades. (2) Creates unemployment among local residents. (3) Draining social 
welfare schemes of the more progressive non-Hindi states [state monies would be spent 
on outsiders coming into the state.] (4) Decline in the standard of living of many non- 
Hindi states. These aspects are discussed in some detail in this article. An action plan by 
state governments to stop this uncontrolled migration before it is too late is also 
recommended. 


10. Arrogance of Many Hindi Migrants 


Many Hindi migrants have the attitude that everyone in India should know their language 
and adjust to their cultural norms even in their own states. Many are genuinely frustrated 
and annoyed when it does not happen. We have not seen this type of behaviour from any 
other people, be it, Bengalis, Malayalis, Marathis, Tamils or Telugus ... Here are some 
examples. 


In 2009, students from North Indian states demanded that Holi festival be declared a 
holiday at Annamalai University, Tamilnadu. When Vice-Chancellor Ramanathan 
refused, these students engaged in violence damaging university property. Holi is a north 


Indian holiday and is not declared a holiday in any of the four southern states. No 
northern university declares holiday for Kerala's Onam or Karnataka's Dasara. Kerala or 
Karnataka students in northern universities do not go on a rampage. 


Another incidence of North Indian students indulging in violence, this time against Tamil 
students as well as college officials, occurred in Hindustan Institute of Engineering 
Technology in Padur near Chennai, Tamilnadu in November 2008. North Indian students 
beat up the hostel warden complaining that food is of low quality. Tamil students said 
that the food is all right and came to the rescue of the warden. "Bad food" seems to be a 
code word for "South India food" for these North Indian students. Otherwise how would 
you explain only the North Indian students saying food is bad and Tamil students saying 
food is all right? 


In 2008, a man from Rajasthan State (a Hindi-belt state), living in Tamil Nadu State for 
13 years, went to enroll his son at a school. When he submitted his son's birth certificate 
in Hindi, the clerk asked him to submit an English translation certified by a notary. 
Although getting a notarized English translation is not difficult, the man refused to 
submit an English translation. Instead of getting an English translation, the man went to 
the school again and again and demanded that they accept the Hindi translation and each 
time the school refused. ((NDTV website, December 12, 2008). Will they accept a Tamil 
birth certificate in Hindi states? No. 


A 28-year-old courier went to deliver a package to a woman living in a high-rise 
building in Mumbai, Maharashtra State. He talked to her and her sister in Hindi and they 
asked him to speak in Marathi, the state language of Maharashtra. He argued with them 
that they should talk in Hindi, and the argument ended with the courier attacking one of 
the sisters with the pen in his hand. The assault left the woman with a deep gash. Local 
police registered a case against him and the courier company fired him from the job. 
(Hindustan Times; February 23, 2019) 


A group of North Indian students came to write railway employment examinations in 
Madurai, Tamil Nadu. After the examination these students went to Madurai railway 
station to go home and boarded reserved compartments in the Nellai Express going to 
Chennai although they had only unreserved tickets. Tamil Nadu passengers with reserved 
tickets called authorities. The North Indian students refused to leave the reserved 
compartments when police asked them to leave. When police evicted them (about 150 
students) from the reserved compartments, they started to destroy railway property. Then 
these students blocked railway tracks and stopped train traffic. (Thinathanthi; November 
18, 2013) 


A few more similar reports have appeared in newspapers. North Indian passengers 
occupying reserved compartments and refusing to leave it. There is very little possibility 
of communicating with them because they speak Hindi which most Tamils do not 
understand. Why should we? We are in our Tamil home state. 


Hindis are not arrogant people but this arrogant behaviour in non-Hindi states comes out 
of the fact that they were told from Day 1 in school that Hindi is the national/official 
language of India and other people have to learn their language. They come a thousand 
miles or so to South India and they have Hindi signs in railway stations, post offices and 
banks. So they get arrogant and consider them superior to locals. Everything else follows. 
Former Tamil Nadu Chief Minister C. N. Annadurai put it so well at a public meeting at 
Chennai Marina (Madras Marina) on April 29, 1963: "If Hindi were to become the 
official language of India, Hindi-speaking people will govern us. We will be treated like 
third rate citizens”. 


11. Hindi-fication of Major Non-Hindi Cities 


Hindi migrant population in major non-Hindi cities is increasing at an alarming rate. 
Instead of learning the local language, these Hindi migrants are starting to demand that 
Hindi be made an official language of these cities. Hindi taxi drivers in Mumbai opposed 
a move that all taxi drivers in Mumbai learn Hindi (Section 3). Now Hindi migrants are 
asking that Hindi be made an official language of Mumbai city. 


India belongs to people of all Indian language groups, not just to Hindis. Yet members of 
parliament are not allowed to speak in any language other than English or Hindi unless 
they give a transcript of their speech 24hours ahead; they are not allowed to ask follow- 
up questions in their mother tongue either. Yet Hindi migrants who came seeking a 
livelihood want to speak in Hindi in Mumbai city council. Let them learn Marathi. 


12. Migrants and Voting 


In my opinion only those who have lived in the state for at least 10 years and passed an 
examination in state language, history and culture should be allowed to vote in the state. 
They may vote by mail in their home states. Amend the constitution accordingly, if 
necessary. Immigrants in America should pass a test in English and civics before they can 
become citizens and vote. I know some would say India is a country and any citizen 
could live, work and vote anywhere. I disagree. Unlike France, Japan, Poland or 100 
other countries, India is a country created by the British, consolidating many nations with 
distinct cultures and languages. This special nature should be considered in making laws. 
Each linguistic unit should be treated as a nation with special bonds with the other 
"nations" within the Indian Union. This would solve a lot of problems including the 
migration question and we could happily live as one country with no one "nation or 
region" taking advantage of the others. Almost total devolution of power to states--that is 
the solution. All powers relating to affairs within the state (education, health, jobs, 
industries, ...) should belong to state governments. 


13. Population Control 
Root cause of not only the massive migration problem but also the lower literacy and 


lower standard of living in Hindi belt states is the uncontrolled population growth there. 
While South Indian states promoted and succeeded in population control in the 1960s and 


onwards, Hindi belt states did not pay much attention to it. This uncontrolled population 
growth has now resulted in large scale unemployment and migration from Hindi states to 
non-Hindi states. South Indian states that acted responsibly in the population control area 
are now paying for the errors and irresponsibility of Hindi belt states. Unemployment of 
locals is increasing and gains made in standard of living will be eroding because of Hindi 
migrants entering South Indian job markets and consuming local resources and welfare 
measures. 


Solution is to immediately control the uncontrolled migration from Hindi states to non- 
Hindi states through migration control by state governments; allowing the number of 
migrants to job vacancies not filled by qualified local people. Jobs for qualified locals 
first; jobs to outsiders only if there are more vacancies. 


14, Recommendations and Action Plan 


Uncontrolled population growth in Hindi states in the past several decades is resulting in 
large scale migration of Hindi youth into many non-Hindi states. Uncontrolled large scale 
migration from Hindi states into non-Hindi states will tear apart the socio-economic 
fabric of non-Hindi states. This MUST be stopped before it is too late. There is not much 
time. Longer we wait more entrenched the Hindi migrants and more difficult to correct 
the situation. Act now. Indian constitution should be amended to allow the following 
state government actions. 


1. 

State governments may implement a system that would control the number of migrants 
entering the state for employment. There should be an inter-state visa system to control 
inter-state migration. Each state is large enough to be a country and there are substantial 
cultural, social, educational and economical differences between states to warrant this 
approach. Indian constitution must be amended. Let me make it clear. Any out-of-stater 
must first obtain a visa from state government to live in the state. We do not want out-of- 
staters taking jobs from local workers; we do not want unemployed out-of-staters 
benefiting from state welfare schemes. 


2 

Central, state and local governments and private businesses should hire out-of-staters 
only if there are no qualified applicants available in the state. Adequate wages, 
commensurate with local cost of living, should be offered to attract local workers. 


>: 

All who work in the state (whether central, state, local governments or private 
businesses) must pass a state language examination conducted by the state government. 
Level of the examination should depend on the level of interaction migrant workers 
would with local people. Absolutely every worker must be able to read, write and speak 
in the state language. 
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OUTLINE (Part I) 


A Few Preliminary Notes 

1. Introduction 

2. Hindi Domination of the Indian Government 
3. A Pseudo-Democracy? 


Do the Indian democracy, constitution of the Republic of India and the political system 
allow for equal power sharing by the minority nationalities or is real political power 
concentrated in a certain region of the Indian Union? Are Hindi people the real rulers of 
India and all others their vassals? Political power of Hindi politicians not only lead to 
Hindi imposition, it also, equally important, blatant economic discrimination of many 
non-Hindi states resulting in large scale transfer of wealth from non-Hindi states to Hindi 
States. 


A Few Preliminary Notes 


Hindi imposition is the most visible symbol of Hindi rule over non-Hindi peoples of 
India. Non-Hindi states are also discriminated economically; thousands and thousands of 
crores of Rupees are moved from non-Hindi states into Hindi states by the Indian 
government. A more recent phenomenon is the uncontrolled inflow of migrant workers 
from Hindi-belt states into non-Hindi states. This is playing havoc with the cultural, 
social and economic fabric of non-Hindi states. (1 crore = 10 million) 


1. Introduction 


India is a country created by British colonial rulers comprising of many "nationalities". In 
a country comprising of many nations, one or more nations should not discriminate 


against the others or overlord the others. Today's India is the remnant of "British India", 
the geographical area conquered and ruled by the British in South Asia as their prized 
colony. Today's India comprises of many nations/peoples, namely, Assam, Bodoland, 
Kerala, Punjab, Maharashtra, Mizoram, Nagaland, Tamil Nadu, West Bengal, etc. etc. 
Does each of these nations/peoples participate equally in the Indian government, or does 
one or more of the nations/peoples dominate the others and run Government of India for 
their own benefit? During the British colonial rule it was easy to say British India was run 
by the British, serving their self interest. Has the independence of India from British rule 
merely changed the rule from British hands to someone else? In essence, have Hindi 
people become the de facto rulers of post-British India? 


The largest language group in the Indian parliament is Hindi politicians. Although Hindi 
members did not have a majority in the constitution assembly, non-Hindi members, 
especially those from South, after heated arguments against making Hindi the official 
language of India, gave in to Congress Party leadership and accepted Hindi. Once Hindi 
was enthroned thus, it became impossible to amend the Indian constitution relating to the 
official language policy because an amendment requires two-thirds majority in the 
parliament and Hindi politicians can easily block any amendment. Irrespective of party 
affiliations, I have never seen a Hindi MP (Member of Parliament) vote against Hindi 
imposition or speak against the injustice of keeping the language one region (namely, 
Hindi) as the official language over the entire India. 


Has any Hindi politician ever supported views like Tamil Nadu's L. Krishnaswamy 
Bharathi: "To allow Hindi to sit on the throne in Delhi as sole monarch is patently 
discriminatory and will have the effect of reducing the non-Hindi people to second-rate 
citizens"? 


With the constitution on their side, Hindi parliamentarians have enacted laws, rules, 
regulations and government orders that are patently discriminatory to non-Hindi peoples. 
Most employment recruitments for jobs with Indian government and its undertakings are 
held in Hindi and English thus giving Hindi students a definite advantage. Once in the 
job, employees are forced to study and do some percentage of work in Hindi [Volumes 4 
and 5 provide plenty of examples]. 


2. Hindi Domination of the Indian Government 


Though there are different political parties among Hindi people that fight with each other 
for the "right to govern India", once it comes to protecting Hindi hegemony over the non- 
Hindi peoples, they stand together. Have you ever seen any major Hindi politician 
opposing Hindi imposition? Have you ever heard a Hindi politician criticize Indian 
government for discriminating many non-Hindi states economically? 


Even with solidarity among Hindi politicians on key issues protecting Hindi hegemony, 
they do not have a majority in the Indian parliament. Then, how are they, with only about 
40% of Indian population, able to perpetuate and strengthen Hindi domination of the 
Indian Government? Constitutional amendment requires two-thirds majority in 


parliament. So constitution cannot be amended without the support of Hindi members of 
parliament. As we said in the last paragraph, "Have you ever seen any major Hindi 
politician opposing Hindi imposition? Have you ever heard a Hindi politician criticize 
Indian government for discriminating many non-Hindi states economically?" 


Even pro-Hindi laws favouring Hindi states can be passed with support from a small 
number of non-Hindi members of parliament in the name of party unity or offering 
ministerial positions or other favours. Getting 10% support from non-Hindi politicians is 
not difficult as we have seen again and again. This is the political reality. This is the 
political dynamics. 


The 40% Hindi politicians stand together across party line and take a united stand. They 
easily acquire support from 10% or more politicians from non-Hindi states in the name of 
party loyalty or personal favours. 


3. A Pseudo-Democracy? 

This article is about the power of Hindi in Indian politics. It undermines democracy itself. 
Democracy is not the rule of the majority (or the largest group). Democracy in its true 
sense is the rule of the majority (or the largest group) with minority rights protected*. 
That is not what is happening in India; Hindi politicians have set up constitutional 
provisions, rules, laws and regulations that deny the language rights of non-Hindi peoples 


as well as economically discriminate most non-Hindi states. 


[* I believe that India's first Prime Minister Jawaharlal Nehru said something to this 
effect. Whether he said this or not, this is what democracy should be. ] 
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4. Why Kamaraj Could Not Become Prime Minister 

5. Karnataka's Deve Gowda Reads his Speeches in Hindi 

6. Sonia Gandhi Interrupted for Speaking in English 

7. Why Pranab Mukerjee Cannot Become Prime Minister of India? 
8. Chandrababu Naidu Learns Hindi 

9. President Abdul Kalam Asked to Learn Hindi 


4. Why Kamaraj Could Not Become Prime Minister 


Chief Minister Kamaraj of Tamil Nadu was one of the most powerful regional leaders 
("regional bosses") in the Congress Party from the 1950s through mid-1960s. This was 
the time when Congress Party was the unchallenged victor in Indian political arena. It 
was able to form government on its own without help from any other party. It also 
formed all state governments except for Kerala until 1967. Kamaraj was often called the 
kingmaker because he played a pivotal role in the choice of Indira Gandhi and later 
Morarji Desai as Prime Minsters of India. 


Once, in frustration Kamaraj told Tamil Nadu officials, "if you get a letter from the 
Indian Government in Hindi, tear them and throw them away". In spite of all his 
political clout within the Congress Party, he could do nothing about Hindi imposition or 
the siphoning off of vast amounts of money from Tamil Nadu into the Hindi belt. A 
pragmatic politician that he was, he knew his place in the Indian hierarchy. He could be a 
king maker but could not become the king himself. Once he told reporters, "I cannot 
become India's Prime Minister because I know neither Hindi nor English". Even this 
changed in a few decades that only someone who knows Hindi could become Prime 
Minister of India; knowledge of English is not enough (see Part II: Sections 7). 


5. Karnataka's Deve Gowda Reads his Speeches in Hindi 


No single party gained a majority in the 1996 parliamentary elections. A number of 
diverse political parties joined together and formed a coalition government under the 
name of United Front government, with the Congress Party supporting it from outside the 
coalition. The coalition was loaded with southern members of parliament and Hindis had 
only a small number of members in it. Also, all dominant parties in the coalition were 
regional parties from non-Hindi regions. This situation forced the election of a 
southerner, Karnataka's H. D. Deve Gowda as Prime Minister. 


Deve Gowda knew that he should not upset Hindi politicians. When the time came for 
him to address the people in radio and television on Independence Day, he asked his 
aides to write a speech in Hindi. Then the Hindi words were written down in his native 
Kannada language and he read the speech. This speaks volumes of the power of Hindi in 
Indian politics. 


Deve Gowda was the first (and as of now (2019) the only) Prime Minister not to know 
Hindi, in all of the 70 years of post-British India. Some years later another South Indian 
politician, Mr. P. V. Narasimha Rao, also became Prime Minister, but he knew Hindi 
well, spoke in Hindi in many public meetings and allotted large sums of money for Hindi 
development and propagation. 


6. Sonia Gandhi Interrupted for Speaking in English 


Former Prime Minister Rajiv Gandhi's widow Mrs. Sonia Gandhi had ambigtions to 
become the Prime Minister of India. She was born and brought up in Italy, she moved to 
India after her marriage and became an Indian citizen. Her command of English is 
excellent. She did not seem to have made much effort to learn Hindi until after her entry 
into politics a few years after her husband's death. Her command of Hindi is limited and 
she could not make a speech in Hindi. When she was the opposition leader, she gave a 20 
minute speech in English in parliament. Ruling party members shouted, “Hindi mein 
bolo,” (Speak in Hindi), Sonia replied, “Agli baar koshish karoongi,” (I will try next 
time) [The Telegraph-online edition; April 25, 2000]. She knew the power of Hindi in 
Indian politics and meekly agreed to try Hindi the next time. 


7. Why Pranab Mukerjee Cannot Become Prime Minister of India? 


In the 1960's knowledge of English or Hindi was considered a requirement for Prime 
Minister position (see Kamaraj's statement in Part II: Section 4). From around 2009, 
knowledge of Hindi seems to have become a necessary requirement for Prime 
Minister position. 


Mr. Pranab Mukerji is from the non-Hindi eastern state of West Bengal. His knowledge 
of Hindi was limited. He was a minister in Prime Minister Manmohan Singh government. 
He did not aspire to become prime minister of India because, he said, "If you don't know 


Hindi, you cannot be a prime minister" (Indo-American News Service IANS); May 15, 
2009). That is wrong. That is discriminatory. That is undemocratic. Mr. Mukerji did 
become President of India, a ceremonial position with no real power. The real power is 
with the prime minister. 


8. Chandrababu Naidu Learns Hindi 


This message of Pranab Mukherji has rung into the ears of ambitious non-Hindi 
politicians. Telugu speaking Andhra Pradesh's Chandrababu Naidu, with aspirations for 
the Prime Minister position started learning Hindi. India eNews website wrote on April 4, 
2008, "Now that N. Chandrababu Naidu is looking for a larger role in national politics, 
the former Andhra Pradesh chief minister is dead serious about learning Hindi." 


Chandrababu Naidu had learned his administrative skills as the Chief Minister of Andhra 
Pradesh. Now, to move on to Prime Minister of India, he may want to learn foreign 
policy, defense and other issues confronting India. Instead, he was learning Hindi 
because of the political power of Hindi in India. What a waste of time. 


Actually the arrogance and chauvinism of some powerful Hindi politicians is wasting the 
time and energy of not only prime minister candidates but also so many millions of 
students and workers. Hindi is a compulsory subject in most states. Hindi is a compulsory 
subject in all schools under Indian government jurisdiction. Hindi has nothing to offer to 
non-Hindi students but for the fact that Indian government forces its non-Hindi 
employees to learn Hindi. There is no benefit for non-Indian-government employees. 
Time learning Hindi in schools could be used to teach computer languages or 
mathematics or science. Far more useful subjects that would help India prosper. Hindi 
imposition is keeping us down. 


9, President Abdul Kalam Asked to Learn Hindi 


Dr. A. P. J. Abdukl Kalam was selected as presidential candidate by the ruling party in 
2002. He started making courtesy calls to political leaders. He called upon Mulayam 
Singh Yadav, President of Samajwadi Party and former Chief Minister of Uttar Pradesh 
(Hindi state) on June 17, 2002. Soon after this meeting Mr. Yadav told reporters that 
Presidential candidate Dr. Abdul Kalam had told him that he would learn Hindi within 3 
to 6 months (Thinathanthi-Tamil Newspaper, June 18, 2002). Knowing Mulayam Singh 
Yadav's chauvinism (see Part III: Section 13), we wonder what happened at the meeting 
between Dr. Kalam and Mr. Yadav. Was Dr. Kalam pressured into studying Hindi? 


Dr. Abdul Kalam did not come from a political background. He was one of the few 
presidents who was not a politician. He was a scientist. He was primarily responsible for 
India's nuclear missile development program and did an excellent job at that. Is the new 
president's time better spent on learning Hindi? Instead he should be reading up on the 
Indian constitution, presidential powers and responsibilities. But this is India. Anything to 
assuage the egos of Hindi politicians who, unfortunately, wield immense power over 
India. 
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10. K. M. Paniker's Prophetic Statement from Kerala 


K. M. Panicker of was a great administrator, scholar and diplomat of his time. He hailed 
from the south Indian state of Kerala. In the late 1920s he was offered a senior position in 
the then princely state of Kashmir (This was before the British left South Asia). When 
asked why he took that offer, he said, "I had serious doubts whether it would be right to 
exchange service to the country (India) for service to the prince (king of Kashmir)... I 
considered various aspects of the problems and came to the conclusion. First, it was clear 
to me that a Travancorean (parts of Kerala was then called Travancore) like me was 
unlikely to attain any position of vantage in Indian affairs." How prophetic he was! 


When I mention Mr. Panikar's prophetic words, some Hindi friends point to me that there 
are and have been many cabinet ministers and even a few Prime Ministers from non- 
Hindi states, even from South and East India. True, at one time there were more ministers 
from Tamil Nadu than any other state. These ministers are allowed to serve as ministers 
as long as they carryout policies set forth by Hindi politicians. Let me elaborate on it in 
the next section. 


11. Role of Non-Hindi Ministers in Indian Government 


Politicians from non-Hindi states have been appointed as ministers and even Prime 
Minister as long as they carryout policies set forth by Hindi politicians. Here is an 
example. 


India's Parliamentary Committee on Official Language made 117 recommendations on 
the use of Hindi in 2011. President of India accepted 110 of these recommendations in 
2017. Some non-Hindi politicians criticized that government is unfairly imposing Hindi 
(The Hindu, April 25, 2017). The relevant point here is that the Parliamentary Committee 
on Official Language was chaired by the Home Minister Mr. P. Chidamparam, who is 
from the non-Hindi state of Tamil Nadu. When asked about the recommendation, 
Chidamparam said that the recommendations were written by the drafting sub-committee 
chaired by Satyavrat Chaturvedi. He added that 28 of the 30 members of the committee 
belonged to Hindi speaking or Hindi knowing states, and the proceedings of the 
committee were conducted in Hindi [a language he did not know well]. He said that the 
chairman cannot overrule the views of the overwhelming majority. (Deccan Chronicle; 
April 26, 2017) This makes our point. Chairman is from a non-Hindi state but the 
committee is stacked with pro-Hindi members whose vote the chairman cannot overrule. 
The non-Hindi chairman is only a figure head. 


So the number of non-Hindi ministers or number of non-Hindi officers makes no 
difference. Hindi hegemony will continue. Also, non-Hindi politicians have served as 
Finance Minister of India but economic policies that hugely favoured Hindi states (as 
discussed in Part IV: Section 16) continued during their tenure too. 


We quote in this context the late C. N. Annadurai (Chief Minister of Tamil Nadu 1967- 
1969): "Southern India is discriminated in industrial development.... Instead of building 
an iron plant, the ministry of heavy industries is given to a south Indian. Is it political 
skill?" (C. N. Annadurai in his maiden speech at the Upper House of Parliament (Rajya 
Sabha) in 1962). 


12. Discrimination of Non-Hindi Ministers and Members of Parliament 


Non-Hindi ministers who know only their mother tongue are made ineffective unless 
they know Hindi or English. Parliament speaker ruled that ministers could speak only in 
Hindi or English in parliament. 


M. K. Alagiri from Tamilnadu was appointed Chemicals and Fertilizers minister in mid- 
2009. He does not know Hindi and his English proficiency is limited. When he asked 
permission from the Speaker of Parliament, Meira Kumar, to speak in his mother tongue, 
she told him that ministers would be allowed to speak only in English and Hindi 
(Members of Parliament can speak in their mother tongue if they provide a copy of the 
entire speech at least 24 hours before). He suffered in silence; he sat quiet or simply did 
not attend parliament. 


Non-Hindi members of parliament (MP) have to give one-day prior notice and text of 
their questions or speech if they want to speak in their mother tongue. They cannot ask 
secondary (or supplementary) question in their mother tongue. 


Also, in parliament, Hindi speeches are simultaneously translated to English, English 

speeches to Hindi, and non-Hindi speeches (with one day prior notice) to English and 
Hindi. So non-Hindi members of parliament without sufficient knowledge of Hindi or 
English cannot effectively represent their voters. This is not democracy, it is Hindi- 

crazy. A more detailed discussion of Hindi hegemony in parliament may be found in 

Volume 7. 


13. Mulayam Singh Yadav (Hindi) vs Muthuvel Karunanidhi (non-Hindi): A 
Showdown Over Hindi 


Tussle between Mulayam Singh Yadav (Hindi state of Uttar Pradesh) and Muthuvel 
Karunanidhi (Non-Hindi state of Tamil Nadu) over Hindi in the Year 2000 tells us a lot 
about the power of Hindi politicians. Mulayam Singh Yadav had served as Chief Minister 
of Uttar Pradesh for many terms and was the President of Samajwadi_Party, a popular 
regional party in Uttar Pradesh. Muthuvel Karunanidhi had served as Chief Minister of 
Tamil Nadu for many terms and was the President of Dravida Munnetra Kazhagam 
(DMK), a popular regional party in Tamil Nadu. 


In 2000, American President Bill Clinton visited India and spoke at the Indian 
Parliament. As customary, Prime Minister Vajpayee was to speak after President Clinton. 
There was a tussle between some senior Hindi and non-Hindi politicians as to whether 
Vajpayee should speak in English or Hindi. Vajpayee's mother tongue is Hindi but he 
also knew English well. Mulayam Sigh Yadav threatened to boycott the Clinton- 
Vajpayee speeches if the latter spoke in English. Vajpayee succumbed and spoke in 
Hindi. 


The anti-Hindi stalwart who had been arrested and jailed many times for protesting 
against Hindi imposition, Tamil Nadu Chief Minister Muthuvel Karunanidhi issued a 
statement that he was hurt by the Prime Minister's speech in Hindi in the historic event of 
an American President speaking before the Indian parliament (Thinathanthi-Tamil 
newspaper; March 23, 2000). Karunanidhi was the president of Dravida Munnetra 
Kazhagam (DMK) and DMK was part of the ruling coalition government of Prime 
Minister Vajpayee. Why didn't Karunanidhi withdraw support for the Vajpayee 
government and topple it? Most likely Hindi members of parliament from other parties 
might have come to support Vajpayee because they do not want a government toppled for 
displaying Hindi supremacy before the world press that came to cover the Clinton visit. 
Karunanidhi could at least have asked DMK members to boycott the parliamentary 
session so the world press would report the opposition to Hindi supremacy within India. 
Karunanidhi did not. 


It is always the case. In the name of party discipline or coalition etiquette or personal 
respect to some leader, non-Hindi politicians back down and give up after fiery oratory or 


statements. This is our curse. Have you ever seen a Hindi politician oppose Hindi 
imposition or oppose the economic benefits Hindi states enjoy at the expense of some 
non-Hindi states? Never. 


During the Indian Constitutional Assembly debates in the late 1940s, many non-Hindi 
Congress politicians spoke against making Hindi the official language of India but in the 
end voted for it obeying Congress party leaders. This was the curse and the beginning of 
Hindi supremacy in India. Had those non-Hindi politicians stood up to Congress 
leadership, language situation in India might have been different. What is needed now is 
a non-Hindi peoples' massive demonstrations against Hindi rule over India. Nothing else 
would save non-Hindi people's future welfare in India. 
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four parts is self-contained and may be read as a separate article but the best way is to 
read them in sequence, Chapters 15 to 18.] 
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14. Evidence of Hindi Rule over India 


Proof that it is the Hindi politicians who control the Indian Government, irrespective of 
which party is in power or who the Prime Minister is, is in what the Indian Government 
does. In a multi-national, multi-ethnic country created by erstwhile colonial rulers, 
whether one nationality/region controls the government or not can be verified easily. If 
the government consistently favours one nationality/region in economic affairs, that is 
proof enough that that nationality/region is controlling the government. If the language of 
one region is imposed on others, that is yet another evidence. If we examine the situation 
in India, ever since the British colonial rulers left in 1947, we see that the Hindi-speaking 
regions (called Hindi belt or Hindi heartland) is favoured economically by the Indian 
Government and Hindi language is imposed on others. 


15. Hindi Imposition 


Hindi imposition is well established and will not be discussed in any length here. Readers 
are referred to the other volumes of this series. Suffice is to say that Hindi imposition 
affects every non-Hindi person in India from cradle to grave. Hindi imposition gives 
undue advantage to Hindi peoples in admission to elite educational institutions and jobs. 
This affects the very future of non-Hindi peoples and gives a leg up for Hindi people. 


Even in plain day-to-day living, Hindi people have more advantage than non-Hindi 
peoples. A Hindi person can go to any bank or railway station in India and conduct 
transactions in his/her mother tongue, even if the bank or railway station is a thousand 
miles from home. But a non-Hindi person may not be able to conduct transaction s in his/ 
her mother tongue in a bank or railway station in the same street as his/her house because 
there may not be an employee knowing the state language in that banks and railway 
stations. 


Just read this news: Karnataka Deputy Chief Minister G Parameshwara wrote to Indian 
government Finance Minister Arun Jaitley to ask the Institute of Banking Personnel 
Selection (IBPS) to conduct examinations for banking jobs in Kannada also (now it is 
only Hindi and English). He also pointed out that bank challans ("deposit form"), 
application forms, procedural documents and ATM kiosks are available only in English 
and Hindi. He added that this is a “systematic discrimination”. He also wanted all bank 
employees who do not know Kannada must gain proficiency within a set time and 
passing a proficiency test must be a condition for continued employment. 
(TheNewsMinute.com; August 15, 2018). So a Hindi person go to any bank a thousand 
mile from his come and do everything in Hindi but a non-Hindi person can walk 1000 
feet from his home to a bank and may not be able to talk to a bank employee or fill a 
bank form or use a Automated Teller Machine (ATM) in his/her mother tongue. This is 
the display of Hindi power all over India. 


A post office in Chennai (Tamil Nadu) refused to accept a registered mail addressed in 
Tamil because the post office employee did not know Tamil (Thinathanthi-Tamil 
Newspaper, June 18, 2019). It is humiliating that I cannot send a registered letter in my 
mother tongue in a post office located in the capital city of my state. This is the power of 
Hindi politicians over non-Hindi India. 


16. Economic Plunder of Most Non-Hindi States 


Here are some statistics from Reference 1 (The News Minute: 14 July 2016). Percentage 
of tax monies received back from Indian Government by 3 southern states and 3 Hindi- 
belt states are listed below [these numbers are from Reference 1]. What do these numbers 
mean? For example, for every 100 Rupees Indian government collects in taxes from 
Karnataka, only 47 Rupees is given back to Karnataka in the form of financial grants, 
central government projects, etc. Similarly, for every 100 Rupees Indian government 
collects in taxes from the Hindi-belt state of Bihar, 96 Rupees is given back to it in the 
form of financial grants, central government projects, etc. 


(The southern states of Andhra and Telangana are not included because the data is prior 
to the year when these two states were created.) 

Karnataka --------------------- Rs. 47 

Kerala ------------------------- Rs. 25 


Bihar -------------------------- Rs. 96 
Madya Pradesh --------------- Rs. 75 
Uttar Pradesh --------------- Rs. 176 (yes, it is Rs. 176) 


These numbers tell the story. Non-Hindi South India is looted economically and the loot 
transferred to Hindi belt states. You may find more on blatant and large scale economic 
discrimination of non-Hindi states in Reference 1. 


17. Hordes of Hindi Migrants into Non-Hindi States 


A separate article is published on this topic in another volume. Here is a summary of our 
views. 


Uncontrolled migration of hordes of migrant workers from Hindi belt region into non- 
Hindi states is a recent phenomenon. This is playing havoc to the economic and social 
fabric of non-Hindi states. State governments have no power to limit the inflow of 
migrants into the state. It increases unemployment among longtime state residents and 
also suppresses wages of local workers who are fortunate enough to have jobs. When 
lakhs of state youth are unemployed and willing to take any job, what is the need to bring 
in Hindi state migrants to take up factory, construction and hotel/restaurant service jobs. 
Indian constitution needs to be amended to give state governments power to limit the 
number of migrant workers in the state. 


All jobs in state government and state government owned enterprises should be reserved 
for longtime state residents. At least 90% jobs in Indian government and Indian 
government owned businesses like banks, insurance, railway and factories should be 
reserved for state people. At least 90% of jobs in private businesses (factories, hotels, 
restaurants, shops, services) should be reserved for state people unless evidence is 
presented that there were no qualified local applicants. 


This may require amendment of the Indian constitution but there is very little chance of 
such an amendment because of opposition from Hindi politicians. What can we do? 


18. Final Thoughts 


Something needs to be done to break the Hindi political hold over India. India should be 
ruled for the benefit of all the peoples of India, not primarily for the benefit and welfare 
of Hindi people, and any leftover for non-Hindi peoples. It is time for non-Hindi peoples 
to discuss, debate and chart a plan of action to end Hindi rule over India and create a 
political structure that benefits all the states. It is wise to devolve power to states as 
autonomous units and let each state decide their own future and run their own affairs with 
only a minimum powers vested with the central government. It cannot be left to 


politicians alone. Politicians, academics, intellectuals, students, workers, farmers and 
every citizen should participate in this effort. 
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POSTSCRIPT 


After the publication of the First edition of our book in 2019, we came across Muthu Thirumalai's 
book "Plunder of South India and the Need for Independence". This book raises and discusses 
some of the issues discussed in our book from a different perspective. In Chapter 19 ("Devolution 
is not the Solution, Division is the Solution"), Thirumalai argues that "Hindi politicians are not 
going to give more power to states. Only way is independence for those states that want to 
separate from India". The book also looks at the current issues from a historical perspective. You 
may download it free at 
https://archive.org/details/plunder-of-south-india-and-the-need-for-independence 
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